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FESEIE AB TE 


Tue Lanp Transrer Act will soon be in active 
tion, and the Chancellor has already filled up two 

of the most important avg At the head of the office 
(it is understood) will be Mr. B. S. Follett, Q.C., a 
namé cherished in legal recollections, and of which the 
tleman in question is no unworthy representative. 
Tiong and accessful career at the Chancery Bar, (Mr. 
Follett was called in 1833), sufficiently testifies Mr, 
Follett’s experience and capabilities. Indeed, it would 
have been difficult to have selected any member of the 
Inner Bar, on either side of Westminster Hall so well 
nalified for the office of Chief Registrar as he is. He 

as had great and varied experience in legal practice, and 

is learned not pew’ Equity, but also in Real Property 
law. These are mdispensable qualifications ; but Mr. 
Follett possesses also the strong recommendation of 
being remarkable both for pains-taking and patient 
attention to the minute details of business, and also for 
| @ courtesy of manner and accessability which will be 
_ very desirable in the head of the oo Bleon meee 
_ which is now being established. We un that the 
second appointment in the Registration Office has been 
| conferred on Mr. Holt, a conv of about twelve 
A standing. The duties of a pure conveyancer are 
; Tittle ealeulated to parade his name before the world, 
and it is probable that to many who hear of this ap- 
intment it may occur as an objection that the 

: lor has not selected a man of extraordi- 
| nary eminence. But it must be remembered that 
_ @ conveyancer labours in the dark, end that the 
| most intricate problems of title are worked out by 
_ men whose very existence is unknown to the general 
_ public. We are informed that Mr. Holt has for some 
years past had a very considerable practice as a convey- 
ancer, and he is still so young as to be esteemed in the 
full vigour of manhood. Such a combination is much 

- to be commended; for a conveyancer of experience is 
the person wanted for the place, and it is satisfactory to 
have found such a conveyancer with many years of 
active work still left in him. It is not intended, we 
believe, to fill up the remaining —_ hurriedly, but to 
_ « start on a scale commensurate with the amount of work 
_ which may be expected at the beginning, and to select 
_ suitable men from time to time as the exigencies of the 
service require. We understand that Mr. Follett and 
Mr. Holt are now in Dublin, having gone thither to 
make themselves acquainted with the system of regis- 
tration which has so long existed in the sister kingdom. 


THE VOLUNTEER SYSTEM (we must no longer call it 
by so fleeting a name as “the volunteer movement”) 
has now become so henge if identified with our ordi- 
nary habits of acting and thinking, that any decision 
as to the rights or liabilities of a member of the force 
must be inte to the public at large. Our readers 
will find elsewhere in our columns a report of a police 
case, in which Mr. J. W. Randall, a solicitor, was com- 
pelled to pa a certain subscription to the funds of 
the City o Landon Rifle Brigade, although he tondly 
imagined that he had resigned the honour of being a 
member of that corps some sixteen months Br phinwce y: 
During that time three subscriptions of half-a-guinea 
had become due, and the corps claimed the amount 
of those subscriptions. It is of course well known 
that, geet a 44 oat 3, ¢. % s. 51, bg the 
amount 0 e subscriptions, fines, penalties, &c., 
actually due from any volunteer sad be recovered 
on application to a magistrate, subject to a discretion 
with which the magistrate is entrusted (under certain 
limitations) to mitigate the fines and penalties, having 








regard to the circumstances and situation of the party 
incurring the same. By sect. 31 of the same Act, any 
member may retire from the corps on Ring fourteen 
days’ ftiotice to the hegre meng | cer, provided . 
that all his subscriptions, arrears of subscriptions, fines, 
and penalties have been fully paid up, and that certain 
tions ergo in the 8 on Fe to pnd 
ing up property of the corps have compli 
with Mr Randall’s case was as follows a ge 
dered that he had sent in his resignation in April, 1861, 
and it was admitted thathe had fairly paid his subscrip- 
tions, &c., to the end of that month. The secretary of 
the corps affirmed, on the other hand, that the resignation 
had not then been received, and that on Mr. Randall's 
sending it in a year later, in consequence of repeated 
applications for his subscriptions, it could not ac- 
cepted in consequence of those subscriptions hagpe d in 
arrear. Believing Mr. Randall and the secretary of the 
London Rifle Brigade alike to be persons of 
bility, we cannot hesitate to accept as correct the evi- 
dence on either side. The messenger or the post 
must have been in fault, and between the ties 
there was simply a misunderstanding. Mr. IL 
had to pay one subscription, the limitation in Jervis’s 
Act having relieved him from those which aceru 
dué more than six months previous to the appli- 
cation. The magistrate urged the amicable adjust- 
ment of such claims as being a better course for all 
parties than bringing the matter before a istrate, 
and uently before the public. It must, however, 
be remembered that the authorities were in a difficult 
neptre since if they had given up what appeared to 
legally due to the corps, they might thereafter have 
been accused of fraud or neglect. Upon the whole, 
ne it is as well that all such points should be fairly 
rought sub judice, for the expense after all is not great, 
and it is better that the extent and limits of volunteer 
liabilities should be clearly ascertained by legal process 
than that they should become muddled and confused 
by a red-tape and back-parloar system of legislation. 


OuR READERS ARE PROBABLY Awase by this time that 
the strictures made in our last impression on the con- 
duct of a police magistrate in admitting a person of the 
name of Upp to bail were founded on an erroneous 
statement of the facts which appeared in the daily 

. It is now known that Jupp was not committed 
for the felony of rape, but for the misdemeanour of 
attempt to commit rape, so that. the magistrate had no 
option in the matter, but was obliged to admit him to 
bail. How the mistake in the report arose, it is difficult 
to say ; but as several of the morning papers concurred 
in the erroneous statement and in the subsequent re- 
cantation, we may presume that the circumstances were 
of a peculiar character. With this, however, we have 
nothing to do. We merely wish to set ourselves right 
by stating that Jupp was committed for a misdemeanour, 
and not for a felony, and that the magistrate, conse- 
quently, was innocent of the grave error of oe 
which he appeared to us to have committed. Whether 
he was justified, in the face of the evidence brought 
forward, in committing the prisoner for the minor 
instead of the more serious offence, is a question of a 
still graver character ; and it is one to which, at pre- 
sent, we are unable to supply a satisfactory answer, 


noticed in our last 
inpetnten Ane arene result in four 
er actions on the same ground to be settled It was 
a case which had some interest, as showing the workitig 
of the loose viva voce contracts which are unf 
in v certain classes of our fellow citizetis. 
Assuming the verdict—as we are in duty bound—té be 
a correct one, there is no doubt that it will have a sal 


tary effect in deterring employers from endéa ‘to 
_ orance and belp ial 


take advantage of the supposed i 
ho depend, engagements 


ness of those. w 
for their subsistence, ae a willing to stake the 


‘ 


Tue case or Morgan v. Simpson, 
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prospects of a season on the word of honour of a 
thriving manager. 
Mz. W. R. Havens, who was recently removed by 
the Lord Chancellor from the commission of the peace 
‘for Essex, at the request of several of his brother 
magistrates, recently sy. mae to Lord Palmerston to pre- 
sent a petition to the House of Commons, complaining 
of what he termed the Chancellor's arbi and un- 
constitutional conduct. In reply, Lord Palmerston’s 
private secretary briefly intimated that his Lordship 
declined to present the petition. Mr. Havens retorted 
that Lord Palmerston had “failed in his duty,” and 
next addressed the Earl of Derby, who declined becom- 
ing “ the medium of bing before the House of Lords 
"bse charges against the highest law officer in the 
ingdom.” Mr. Havens proceeded to inform Mr. 
Disraeli that Lord Palmerston had “ failed in his duty,” 
and claimed the “right of petition ” at the hands of the 
right hon. gentleman. Mr. Disraeli vouchsafing no reply, 
Mr. Havens finally addressed himself to the anion 
asking that distinguished functionary whether and in 
what manner he could enforce his “ right of petition.” 
The Speaker replied with grave courtesy :—-* Sir,—I beg 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 26th. 
Every petition to the Ifouse of Commons must be pre- 
sented by a member of the House. I have no doubt 
that there are many members who will be ready to pre- 
sent your petition if they shall have satisfied themselves 
that it is, according to the rules of the House, fit for 
resentation. The rules of the House give the widest 
atitude for the reception of petitions. I have the honour 
to be, Sir, your most obedient servant, J. Eveyiyn 
Denison.’ Mr. Havens still appears, however, not to 
have established his “ right of petition.” 


A memoriA addressed to the Lords of the Treasury 
by more than 400 solicitors in Ireland, praying for a 
reduction of the stamp duties and fees charged in the 
Office for the Registration of Deeds in Ireland, appears 
amongst the Palionesteny papers recently issued. It 
appears that the memorialists, and those whom they 
represent, have been subjected to charges amounting 
altogether to £20,000 a-year. This sum comprises 
£12,000 paid in cash for fees, £5,000 for stamp duties 
on securities, attested copies, and other documents, and 
£3,000 for stamps of 5s. each on the registration of 
about 12,000 memorials every year. They observe that 
the cash fees are of so uncertain a character that they 
cannot be made available for any permanent operation 
tending to reduce existing arrears or improve the sys- 
tem, and they call upon the Government to enforce the 
49th section of the Irish Registration Act, which ex- 
empts memorials and copies, as well as extracts from 
documents deposited in the office, and they claim to be 
relieved from the charges, as contrary to the manifest 
intentions of the Act. ‘They urge that the remission of 
those expenses will facilitate the transfer of landed pro- 
perty, and that the Government will still have sufficient 
funds for the discharge of the public business. The 
return does not include the answer, if any, which the 
Government gave to the memorial. 


WE UNDERSTAND THAT Messrs. O'Byrne have pub- 
lished or are about to publish a new directory, en- 
titled ““The Aristocracy of London.” The plan of 
this work is to give more extended information as to 
the profession, family, &c., of each resident than any 
book of referemce has hitherto done. Thus, we learn 
of a distinguished Chancery judge, that he has been 
M.P. for two boroughs, belongs to two aristocratic 
clubs, and has a seat on a delightful northern lake. 
Marriages and other family particulars are also put 
down, and we are informed in conclusion that the 
learned Vice-Chancellor’s family “have been uni- 
formly distinguished for their loyalty and services to 
the from the contest at Flodden to the present 
time.” 

THE LONG vAcATION commenced on the 10th inst. 





and will be continued to the 24th October. An order 
has been made by the Lord Chancellor putting the 
officers of the Court of Frame ¥, on the same footing 
as the officers of the Court of Chaontnry. The offices 
in Bankruptcy, including the offices of the late Insol- 
vent Debtors’ Court, will be opened at eleven and closed 
at three o’clock, except on Saturday, when business will 
terminate at two o'clock. 


Sir Joun D. Harprne, D.C.L., has resigned the 
highly responsible and confidential office of Queen’s 
Advocate, which he has held for ten years, having been 
selected in 1852, by Lord Derby, as successor to Sir 
John Dodson, who was made judge of the Arches Court 
on the occasion of the death of Sir Herbert Jenner 
Fust. Failing health is stated to be the cause of Sir 
John Harding’s retirement, which places a valuable 
piece of patronage at the dis of the present Govern- 
ment. It has been Sir John Harding's fate to advise 
the Government of the day on the international ques- 
tidns that arose during the Russian and Italian wars, on 
the affair of the Charles et Georges, and on the recent 
more momentous incident of the Trent. 





a . - 
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MEDICAL EVIDENCE. 

Medical gentlemen are undoubtedly either the most 
foolhardy, or the most unfortunate, of witnesses. They 
deem themselves to be called in as arbiters of life and 
death, as persons imbued with a mystic and recondite 
knowledge, as champions who cannot fail to carry all 
before them, since they wield weapons which no other 
mortal man dare to touch. Yet no sooner do they find 
themselves face to face with a sharp cross-examiner than 
they are suddenly turned inside out, and their panoply 
of exclusive information is torn to shreds and tatters. 
The inquiry as to the state of mind of Mr. Wyndham 
is too recent to demand any lengthened allusion here. 
It must be in the memory of all our readers that emi- 
nent medical men and successful practitioners were 
called on both sides, and that either party might have 
gained a verdict at once if the jurymen could have 
closed their ears to all testimony but that of the doctors 
who supported that party’s particular view. And what, 
after we forget how many weeks’ turmoil, was the re- 
sult of so much scientific marching and counter-march- 
ing? Simply this; that the jury had to form an 
opinion on the facts just as independently as if no 
doctors had been examined atall. It was evident, from 
the manner in which the evidence was given, that each 
medical witness, probably with the best and most 
honourable intentions, was endeavouring to extract facts 


from opinions instead of founding opinions upon facts. _ 


When the counsel on either side had torn off bit by bit 
the superficial coating of learned eg: the plain 
story was pretty much the same that it would have 
been without medical intervention; and as two nega- 
tives are held to make an affirmative, so did two medical 
witnesses appear to amount to no evidence at all. No 
doubt this was the feeling of the learned Chancellor 
when, in a fit of desperation, he would fain have swept 
medical evidence for ever from such inquiries. Per- 
haps, however, the Commons decided wisely in re- 
fusing to ratify so comprehensive a sentence of 
exclusion. It would be dangerous to deprive ourselves 
of the assistance of professional opinions altogether, 
though it is desirable to devise some practical mode of 
keeping them within due bounds. A case is fresh within 
the memory of all, in which a man, condemned to death 
virtually on the scientific evidence of an eminent toxi- 
cologist, was pardoned by the Crown, apparently on the 
sole ground that theoretical conclusions had been mistaken 
by the jury for ascertained facts. We believe we are 
justified in saying that few persons believed in the inno- 
cence of the accused, and that none who believed him 
guilty would have deplored his death; but it was 
thought that the offence, however strongly s 
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was not even circumstantially proved ; and it was deeply 
felt that no man's fate should depend on a series of pro- 
babilities emanating from Dr. Taylor’s laboratory. On 
the other hand, it is but a few years since another man 
was tried, condemned, and executed amid the acclama- 
tions of millions on the scientific evidence mainly of 
this same Dr. Taylor. What is then the difference ? 
Why does the public mind content itself with Dr. 
Taylor's evidence in one case and reject it with- 
out hesitation in another? Simply because we are 
willing to profit by the experience of the learned, but 
will not make ourselves the slaves of their opinions ; 
because they are our servants and not our masters; 
because we know that it is for witnesses to state what 
they have seen, but for juries alone to draw the fearful 
inference. 

It is singularly difficult to impress medical men with 
this view of the evidence of experts. Even the most 
experienced physicians seem to share the delusion that 
con! are consulted as oracles and not called as mere 
medical witnesses. In the case of Williamson v. The 
London and Brighton Railway Company, tried before 
Mr. Baron Martin and a special jury, at Guildford, on 
the 11th inst., this weakness assumed a new and 
amusing form during the examination of a distinguished 
ex-president of the Royal College of Surgeons. The 
case was simple enough in itself, depending merely on 
the question whether the plaintiff was likely to recover 
from injuries received in the Clayton Tunnel accident 
in a few months, or whether it was probable that he 
would be incapacitated from active duties for six or 
eight years. The defendants had paid £400 into court, 
but the plaintiff claimed £2,000 compensation. The 
company, whose interest it was to show that the illness 
was not of a serious kind, insisted on producing wit- 
nesses who had not had an opportunity of examining 
the plaintiff, and these witnesses, especially the cele- 
brated Mr. Lawrence, seem to think they Aiton much 
more about the matter than those who had watched the 
symptoms throughout. The learned judge interrupted 
Mr. Lawrence in an attempt to draw logical deductions 
from possibilities and presumptions, and desired him to 
confine himself to facts and his opinions on facts. Thus 
circumscribed, Mr. Lawrence stated that he thought the 
man might recover in a few months, or it might possibly 
be twelve months. The following little skirmish then 
took place :— 

Mr. Serjeant Shee: Or twenty-four ?—The witness 
could not undertake to say ; it was a question of proba- 
bility.—Mr. Serjeant Shee: Is it a guess ?—Witness : 
That is an ugly word (a laugh). It is the best opinion 
I can form.—Mr. aa Shee: Without knowing 
anything about it?—The witness repeated his last 
words,—Mr. Serjeant Shee: Your idea is that the 
plaintiff sustained a violent shake. Is not that acon- 
cussion, especially coupled with a blow on the spine P— 

he witness said it was difficult to form a judgment.— 
Mr. Serjeant Shee: You could not know what was the 
matter without seeing the man, nor know much about 
it even then ?—Witness: No (laughter). 


Perhaps the persons who called Mr. Lawrence as a 
witness were more to blame than himself for the ridi- 
culous position in which he was thus placed; but he 
clearly made himself iceps eriminis by disputing 
facts of — he . ~~ wise 2 bes ge, ,- by 
arrogant] -pooh-ing the medical evidence of those 
who hed’ (aeisoally faapicted the patient. No doubt 
experts may express opinions founded on facts, but it is 
absurd to think they ma — facts by opinions. 
“The opinion,” says Mr. 5 . W. Smith, “ of witnesses 
possessing peculiar skill is admissible whenever the 
subject-matter of inquiry is such that inexperienced 
persons are unlikely to prove capable of forming a cor- 
rect j t on it without such assistance : in other 
wens, when it so far partakes of the nature of a science 
as to require a course of previous habit or study in order 
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to the attainment of a knowledge of it."* “ But where 
scientific men are called as witnesses they cannot give 
their opinions as to the general merits of the cause, but 
only their opinions upon the facts proved.”+ Such is 
the law as regards engineers, engravers, and all other 
scientific witnesses; and the medical profession will 
merely impair their usefulness and degrade their posi- 
tion if they endeavour to construct theoretical histories 
where the circumstances are already ascertained, and 
persist in claiming for shadowy conjecture a substantial 
position in the regions of solid fact. 
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CONSOLIDATION OF THE LAW OF COPYRIGHT. 
No. VI. 
(By Epwarp Lioyp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 

The Act which has within the last few days received 
the Royal assent must be regarded as a valuable addi- 
tion to our law,—so far as tke principle which it enun- 
ciates is concerned, whatever may be our opinion of it 
as a specimen of parliamentary draughting. It is mainly 
to the labours of the Society of Arts, as representing 
the intérests of the whole body of artists, that we are 
indebted for this Act. Many difficulties had to be 
overcome in framing the measure in such a way as to 
ensure its passing through the committees of either House, 
and at the same time so as to meet the requirements 
of those mainly interested in obtaining a recognition of 
the principle it involves ; on this account, therefore, it 
has, no doubt, been preferred to get the Act passed during 
this session, in however imperfect a form, leaving its 
amendment or consolidation with cognate branches of 
the law, to a future occasion. So far as the principle of 
the measure goes, no doubt the simplest course would 
have been by a short Act to add paintings, drawings, and 
am tg to the subjects par ig protected by the 

ngravings Acts; and again, as in latest of the Scul 
ture Acts, to provide that all such works of art should 
come within the provisions of the Registration of 
Designs Acts. What the objection to this course may 
have been it is somewhat difficult to see. That it arose 
from some feeling on the part of the body of artists, 
and not on any grounds of public convenience, I have 
very little doubt; for the law on the subject of engrav- 
ings is by this time pretty well fixed, and we cannot but 
fear that the application of different terms to two 
subjects so intimately connected will be a source of con- 
fusion and litigation. In many respects the new Act is 
clear where the old statute law was not so. Those by 
whom it was drawn had the experience of the eet to A %e 
by, and they have availed themselves of it. But in the 
process of amendment it has suffered severely, as I 
shall have to point out, and we can only hope that it 
may require so complete a reformation next session, that 
it will be found worth while to frame and pass a com- 
prehensive Act for all works of art. 

By the new Act (25 & 26 Vict. c. 68, s. 1) “the author, 
being a British crn or —- within the [ocumgen 
of the Crown, of e origi: inting, drawing, 
photograph, which shall be, or Fall have been made 
either in the British dominions or elsewhere, and which 
shall not have been sold or he Oe of before the com- 
mencement of the Act (July , 1862), and his assigns 
shall have the sole and exclusive right of copying, engra- 
ving, reproducing and multiplying such painting or draw- 
ing, and the design thereof, an von photarel and 
the negative thereof, by any means, of any size for 
the term of the natural life of such author, and seven 
years after his death.” This is the definition of the pro- 

rietary right—the right of the author and his assigns. 
Bo far as we have yet gone it is stated broadly enough, 
ting rid of the distinction in the be a. Acts, 
tween the person who himself makes the design, and 








* Smith’s Leading Cases. 
+ Best's Principles of the Law of Evidence. 
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the person who procures it to be made by another from 
his invention. Some doubt, however, must be suggested 
by the word “original,” introduced in committee by 
Lord Wensleydale. It seems almost as if this was in- 
tended to exclude the very important class of drawings 
made by an artist in the employment of an author or 
publisher, either in illustration of the writings of the 
author, or from natural objects at the suggestion of the 
ublisher. According to Jeffreys v. Baldwin, Amb. 162, 
T should think the latter class of drawings would be 
excluded—a very important consideration for the illus- 
trators and publishers of monthly magazines; while 
in the former class there must be room for much argu- 
ment on the etymological meaning of the word “ origi- 
nal.” A further shade of doubt is thrown on the ques- 
tion by the introduction of those words in the remaining 
part of the same section which refer to drawings, &c., 
‘‘made or executed for or on behalf of any other per- 
son, for a good or valuable consideration,” as if it were 
intended here to make the very distinction to which I 
have called attention in the Engravings Act; besides 
which, it would certainly seem that all drawings coming 
within the latter description must be included in the 
expression “sold or disposed of” immediately preced- 
ing. It might, therefore, be argued that these words 
were intended to apply to the case of an artist’s illustra- 
tion of a literary work, and that the Act expressly pro- 
vided for the protection of such drawings, so that the 
sense of the word “ original ”’ would, in the case of such 
drawings, be extended beyond its strict meaning, But 
in order to make clearer this and other inconsistencies, 
it will be necessary to give the remainder of this sec- 
tion verbatim. It runs thus, “provided that when any 
painting or drawing, or the negative of any photograph, 
shall, for the first time after the passing of this et. be 
sold or disposed of, or shall be made or executed for or 
on behalf of any other person, for a good or a valuable 
consideration, the person so selling or disposing of or 
making or executing the same shall not retain the copy- 
right thereof, unless it be expressly secured to him - 
agreement in writing, signed at or before the time of 
such sale or disposition, 4y the vendee or assignee of such 
painting or drawing, Or of such negative of a photo- 
graph, or by the person for or on whose behalf the 
same shall have been made or executed; but the copy- 
right shall belong to the vendee or assignee of such paint- 
ing or drawing, or of such negative of a photograph, 
or to the person for or on whose behalf the same shall 
have been made or executed; nor shall the vendee or 
assignee thereof be entitled to any such right, unless 
at or before the time of such sale or disposition, an 
agreement in writing, signed by the person so selling or 
disposing of the same, or by his agent duly authorised, 
shall have been made to that effect.” Analysing this 
section we find that artists and their customers are 
divided into two corresponding classes —the 
who sells or disposes of an original picture, drawing, or 
photograph, and the purchaser thereof ; and, again, the 
person who (on commission) and he who procures 
to be made, such a work. We find, further, that where, 
in the dealings between the second of these classes, 
no agreement as to the possession of the copyright is, 
ona first sale, made between the author and the n 
for whom the picture is made, the copyright will belong 
to the latter. Such, at least, is a ible construction 
of the clause, and the only one which gives it eyen a 
partial sense. For when we come to consider the rights 
of the parties in the first class, we find that unless the 
copyright is expressly reserved, the person selling or 
disposing of the picture will not retain it, but the 
copyright will belong to the purchaser, and yet (by the 
Jast member of the section) the purchaser will not 
be entitled to it, except by virtue of a special 
agreement. It would impossible to conjecture 
how such a contradiction should have escaped 
notice, unless we went back to look at the successive 
stages of the bill. We then find a possible explanation. 





As the bill stood when it first went into the committee 
of the Upper House, it provided that in one case the 
copyright should lapse, That is to say, that where no 
agreement was made between the vendor and the 
vendee or assignee, the former should “ not retain the 
copyright,” nor should the latter “be entitled to it,” 


‘An element of confusion was first of all introduced in 


the distinction between “selling and disposing of” a 
picture, and “making or executing it” to order. So 
that by this Act it would seem that the expression 
“disposing of” could not properly be applied to a 
transaction of the latter class. Possibly it might be 
convenient to apply one rule to the case of a picture or 
drawing made on commission, and another to an origins! 
icture, and so the introduction of the affirmative clause 
came nec : the mistake was in extending it to 
the case of a picture actually sold, and giving a copy- 
right to the vendee or assignee which the following 
clause declares that he shall not be entitled to. Very 
likely in practice no difficulty will arise out of this 
contradiction. Where the copyright is worth anything, 
the parties will take care, on one side or the other, to 
have it properly reserved ; it none the less remains a 
conspicuous blot on the face of the statute. 

The second section very rightly enunciates the doc- 
trine established by De Beringer v. Wheeble and Murray 
v. Heath (sup. Sol. Jour. v. 6. p. 680), that it is no 
piracy to copy a work in which a copyright does not 
exist, or to make a picture bond fide from a natural 
scene or object. Sect. 3 enacts that copyrights under 
the Act shall be personal property, and regulates the 
assignment and licensing of it. ; 

e find, again, in sect. 4, which relates to the regis- 
tration of copyright under the Act, another curious 
slip. It provides that in the register shall be entered 
a memorandum of every copyright and of every subse- 
ape assignment of it. It then proces to say, 
that “every such memorandum shall contain a state- 
ment of the date of such agreement or assignment.” 
The mistake, of course, is the omission of the verbal 
antecedent to the words “such agreement ;” since the 


copyright can, in fact, be transmitted only by 7 


ment in writing—the sense of the antecedent is there ; 


still the agg ane error is too ing to escape 
notice. e latter part, however, f the same section 
involyes an important question: This is a provision 
that no person “shall be entitled to the benefit of the 
Act, until registration ;” and further that “no action 
shall be sustaimable, nor any penalty, be recoverable, in 
respect of anything done Trefore registration.” I 
have before considered how far registration should be 
a condition precedent to the very existence of property 
in various works of invention; that it should sO 

I think, more consistent with the mutual rights of the 
author and the public. But however that may be, it 
must be of the highest importance that an Act which 
establishes this eoperty in fresh subjects should 
clearly lay down the aw on this point. Now that this 
clause does so, seems to me at least doubtful. If the 


first of the expressions I have quoted stood alone, little. 


doubt would arise. For the proprietary right existing 
only by virtue of the Act (it is so stated in the 
preamble), registration is a gondition precedent 
to obtaining any benefit, either in respect of the copy- 
right property, or in respect of the specific penalties 
given by the Act, But the second expression seems to 
render it doubtful whether such was the intention of 
the Legislature ; for it may be argued that this latter is 
only an explanation of the former part, and intended to 
restrict the words “‘ benefit of the Act” to the provisions 
for recovering the specific penalties on a piracy. This 


view might be further supported by the last proviso of 
sect. 11, which reseryes to any person ieved by @ 
aet forbidden in this statute any re to w! 

might be entitled at law or in equity; these 
words might, v pertene more reasonably, be held to apply 
only to defined by sect. 7. 
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Sect. 6 defines the piracy or “ injuria” and the penal- 
ties for it—namely, forfeiture to the proprietor of t the 
pytight, of £10 for every offence, and of the copies so 
iratically made. In form this section might perhaps 
= more simple, if, instead of making a distinction 
between “the author of any painting, &e., after having 
sold the copyright,” and “any other person not being 


the proprietor for the time being of the copyright,” it 
had merely said, “any person being the proprietor.” 
We may also remark that the exhibition of any 


copy or imitation of a picture, &c., in which there is a 
subsisting copyright, is made an offence under the Act. 
Thus Martin v. Wright, 6 Sim. 297, is overruled, and 
pictures, &¢., are, in another particular, put on a dif- 
ferent footing apd gy , the rights in which must 
be held to be by that case. No doubt in the 
resent day, when we find some pictures painted solely 
for exhibition and engraving, and large sums made by 
the mere exhibition, a reason exists for this provi- 
sion, and the same considerations must show t it 
should also be extended, so as to give to engravings an 
equal protection with pictures. 


os 
vw 


The Courts. 


SUMMER ASSIZES, 
Home Crrcuir. 
GUILDFORD. 
(Before Mr. Baron Martin and a Special Jury.) 


Aug. 12, 13.— White v. Steele and Another.—This was an 
action of prohibition, in which the plaintiff, an inhabitant of 
Plumstead, prayed a writ of prohibition to the churchwardens, 
to restrain them from enforcing a burial-ground rate, made at 
a vestry held in 1860, ‘There had been a resolution at a pre- 
vious vestry, in November, 1859, in favour of a rate for a new 
burial ground, under the Church Building Acts, allotting one- 
third for Dissenters. It turned out, however, that, under the 
Church Buildiug Acts, this could not be done, aud that the 
whole of the land must be for Churchmen. In January, 
1860, therefore, another meeting was held, in order to rescind 
the former resolutions, and to substitute others under the 
Church Building Acts, and in accordance therewith a Dis- 
senting party, comprising among others the plaintiff, a Mr. 
Fordham, a Mr. White, o Rev. Mr. M'Crae, and others, at- 
tended with the object of opposing the rescinding of the for- 
mer resolution and the passing of the substituted resolution. 
A stormy discussion ensued on the first resolution, on which 
Mr. M‘Crae moved an amendment for an adjournment, which 
was put from the chair, and declared to be carried, A poll 
was then demanded loudly by several persons, and a written 
demand of a poll si; by Fordham was, as alleged on the 
part of the plaintiff, handed to the chairman. It was not dis- 
puted that a poll had been demanded on the question of 
adjournment, but it was denied on the part of the church- 
wardens that a poll had been demanded on the original resolu- 
or on the substituted resolution for the new ground under 
Church Building Acts, The Court of Common Pleas had 
ed that, if @ poll had been demanded on either of these 
resolutions, the proceedings were irregular and the rate 
valid. Hence the present trial, with a view to determine 
that question of fact, whether or not the poll had been de- 
manded on those two resolutions or either of them. 

Counsel haying been heard and evidence given on both sides, 

. Baron Martin summed up the case to the jury, and 
ssid no doubt it was a very important one. The Court of 
Common Pleas had decided that at common fom when a rate 
was to be imposed at a vestry, a ratepayer had the right to 
insist on a poll; and that if it was demanded and refused ail 
that was done afterwards would be yoid. That, aedoubt, was 
& very important matter; and the question of fact here to be 
determined was whether or not the poll had been demanded. 
anes bed been the evidence of a great mauy igen 
sons apparent respectability—who swore most positively 
that 2 poll had been demanded on both resolutions. That was 
& matter, certainly, ou which it would appear difficult to sup- 
pose that there could have been any mistake, On the other 
side, there were a good many witnesses, also of undoubted re- 
spectability, to show that the poll lad not been demanded on 
both or either of the resolutions. It might be that some of this 








evidence, however, was confirmatory of that on the part of the 
plaintiff, at least as to one of the resolutions; and if the poll 
was demanded on either of them it would not be very material 
whether it had been demanded on the other. As regarded the 
evidence that the poll had not been demanded on either, the 
jury must bear in mind that mere negative evidence that a thing 
had not been done, or that the witnesses had not observed it 
done, was not so strong as affimative and positive evidence that 
it had been done; and it might be that, as when the matter 
first arose it was supposed that a poll could not legally be de- 
manded, no attention had been given to the demand for a poll. 
Indeed, in the Ecclesiastical Court it had been held that the 
poll in such a case could not be demanded. The Court of 
Common Pleas had since decided otherwise on the common 
law of the land, and hence the present gnestion had arisen, 
on which it would be for the jury to decide as well as they 
could, amid all the difficulties of contradictory testimony. The 
learned Baron then went carefully through the whole of the 
evidence on both sides. The question for the jury was, 
whether on either of the resolutions there had been a demand 
for a poll. If so, the plaintiff was entitled to the verdict; if 
not, then the defendants. ; } 

The jury inquired whether the words “ I demand a poll” were 
sufficient without writing. 

The learned JupGg said, clearly so; writing was not neces- 
sary. 

The jury having retired to consider their verdict, 

Counsel for the defendants desired to except to the ruling ot 
the learned judge, on the ground that he ought to have left it 
to the jury whether the vicar had refused 4 poll or had heard’ 
the demand. 

On the other hand, the plaintiff's counsel contended that his 
Lordship should have ruled that if the verdict should be for 
the plaintiff, then, under the statute cf Will. 4, he was enti- 
tled to recover the costs of the suits which had been in 
stitured in the ecclesiastical court. 

The learned Jupex said that on the latter point his opinion 
was rather against the plaintiff, as the ecclesiastical courts had 
decided in favour of the now defendants. But, if the plaintiff 
were entitled to the costs, he could have them. As to the ex- 
ceptions tendered by the counsel on behalf of the defendants, 
he reserved the exception as to the point whether he onght 
to have left the question to the jury of the refusal of the poll 
by the viear, but not as to whether he should have left it to 
the jury whether the vicar had heard the demand, for he consi- 
dered that he had in effect already left that question to them, 
involved in the main question whether there had been a demand 
for a poll. 

The jury retired, and after an absence of more than an hour 
returned into court, and stated that they were all agreed that 
there had been a demand for a poll, and that it had been heard 
but were not quite certain whether it had been heard as a 
demand. 

The learned Jupex put to them distinctly whether the vicar 
heard the demand. 

The jury then said they were not quite agreed as to that. 

The learned Jupce said they must be, and must go back to 
consider it. 

The jury then desired that the evidence of the vicar should 
be read to them. 

The learned Jupes read it to them from his notes, 

The jury then said they were satisfied about it—i. e., that, 
the vicar had heard the demand for a pcll. 

The learned Jupae said that was a verdict for the plaintiff, 
There would be leave to the defendants to move the Court on 
the point taken. 

Mriptayp Crrcuit. 
WARWICK. 

Aug. 7.—The Commission was opened in this town to-day 
by the Lord Chief Justice and the Lord Chief Baron. ‘There 
were nineteen causes entered for ; trial, ‘six of which were 
marked for special juries. 





Norrnern Circuit. 
API'LEBY. 

Aug. 9.—The commission was opened in this town this 
morning by Mr. Justice Mellor, Only two eauses were entered 
for trial, 

CARLISLE. 

Aug. 6.—The commission was opened in this city to-day by 
Mr, Baron Wilde and Mr. Justice Mellor. There were nine 
causes entered for trial. 
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LANCASTER. 


Aug. 11.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 
by Mr. Baron Wilde and Mr. Justice Melior. The cause list 
contained an entry of ten causes, 





Oxrorp Crxcvit. 
GLOUCESTER 


Aug.12.—The commission was opened in this city to-day 
by Mr. Justice Byles and Mr, Justice Blackburn. The cause 
list contained an entry of twenty-one causes, eleven of which 
were marked for special juries. 


MONMOUTH, 


Aug. 7.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 
by Mr. Justice Byles. The cause list contained an entry of 
only two causes, 





WESTERN Circuit. 
WELLS. 
Aug. 7.—The comm ission was opened in this city to-day by 
Mr. Justice Keating. The cause list contained an entry of 
fifteen causes, five of which were marked for special juries. 





MANSION HOUSE POLICE COURT. 

_ Aug. 13.—Mr. John Williams Randall, a solicitor, attended 
before Mr. Alderman Humphrey, on a summons obtained at 
the instance of Captain and Adjutant Ewens, of the City of 
London Rifle Brigade, and alleging that he, being an enrolled 
member of the corps, unlawfully neglected and refused to pay 
a certain sum due from him towards its necessary expenses, 

The proceeding was instituted under a provision ot the 
44 Geo. 3. c. 54, passed for the regulation of yeomanry and 
volunteer corps, and was one of six summonses which had been 
granted against so many alleged defaulters in the brigade. 
The defendant was admitted on all hands to have been a very 
energetic and efficient member of the corps, but from want of 
time he had been obliged to withdraw from it. 

Mr. Alfred Clearson, secretary to the brigade, deposed that 
the present demand of £1 11s, 6d. was made under the autho- 
rity of the commanding officer in respect of three half-year’s 
subscription at the rate of a guinea a year, due from the defen- 
dant from April, 1861 to October, 1862, and payable in ad- 
vance in May and November. 

Mr, Randall’s defence was that ne;sent in his resignation as 
a member of the corps in April, 1861. He had given the com- 
plainant notice to produce the letter, but neither Captain 
wens nor Mr. Clearson, the secretary, acknowledged that the 
resignation had been received, though they would not under 
take to swear that it had not been sentin. By way of collate- 
ral proof of the resignation having been tendered in April, 
1861, the defendant produced a copy of a letter written by 
him in April of the present year, in which he again stated his 
intention to resign. He added, in explanation, that he had 
been induced to send the second letter in consequence of having 
been repeatedly asked for his subscription to the corps, although 
as he submitted, he had ceased to be a member in April, 1861. 
It was admitted he had paid his subscription up to the 30th of 
April in that year. 

On the other hand, Mr. Clearson™ produced the muster-roll 
of the corps to show that the defendant’s name still remained 
upon it, Besides, it was contended thata notice to quit a volun- 
teer corps was in itself insufficient, unless the member resign- 
ing paid up all subscriptions which might be then due from 
him. In support of this view the 31st section of 44 Geo. 3, c. 
54, was cited, and which provides that no person shall be en- 
titled to quit a corps without giving fourteen days’ notice in 
writing of such his intention to the commanding officer or to 
some person appointed by him, and unless he shall have paid 
all subscriptions and arrears of subscription, and all fines and 
penalties incurred by him under any of the rules and regula- 
tions of the corps. The resignation, in fact, according to the 
secretary, was not accepted because the defendant had not paid 
up his subscription. 

This being the contention, and it having been elicited that 
the three half-year’s subscription in question were payable on 
the lst of May, 1861, the 1st of November, 1861, and the Ist 
of May, 1862. Jervis’s Act was quoted, which limits the time 
of making complaints and laying informations in certain cases to 
within six months after the subject-matter of the complaint or 
information shall have arisen. 

Alderman HumPHERY eventually ruled that the operation 
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of Jervis’s Act excluded the first two half years’ subscrip- 
tion from consideration, and he directed the defendant to pay 
the third, amounting to 10s. 6d., with costs. Then, addressing 
Captain Ewens, Mr. Clearson, and all persons concerned, the 
alderman kindly counselled them, for the sake of the brigade, 
of which the citizens were so justly proud, and having regard 
to the general well-being of the volunteer movement, to en- 
deavour in future to settle these little differences amicably 
among themselves. 

The rest of the summonses were adjourned for a month, 
with a view to private arrangement. 


pe 
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Parliament and Legislation. 





HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, August 7. 
Parliament was prorogued by royal commission until Fridayy 
the 24th of October. 
The tollowing bills received the royal asseut:— 
CoPrYHOLD, &c., CoMMISSION BILL. 
Divorce Court Bit. 
Lunacy REGULATION BILL. 
Companies, &¢., BIL. 
Jurizes Bin. 
Court or Common Pies (OFFICE FOR ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
or Deeps) Brin. 

Bankruptcy Act (1861) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Buriat Boarps (MorteaceE or Rates) Bri. 
Cuarity COMMISSIONERS JURISDICTION BILL. 

Lunatic Law AMENDMENT BILL. 


ye 
~~ 





Recent Becisions. 


ProMIsE BY LETTER—SETTLEMENT—MISTAKE. 
Sands v. Soden, V.C. K., 10 W. R. 765. 


The general scope of the interference of the Court’ of 
Chancery in rectifying alleged mistakes: in marriage settle- 
ments that have been preceded by articles may be thus stated. 
The Court will rectify a settlement in conformity with articles 
if such have preceded the settlement, and it contains a recital 
to the effect that it is made in pursuance of such heads of 
agreement. But, if there be no reference in the settlement, 
to previous articles, these become merged in the subsequent 
settlement, and thereby wholly lose their effect. The settle- 
ment will in such a case be considered as a new agreement not 
in any manner based upon the articles. There is, indeed, no 
class of instruments, in respect of which the Court will so 
readily interpose its aid as in the case of marriage settlements 
The same wise policy of the law that has countenanced the 
subtraction of: property from public commerce for a life or 
lives in being and twenty-one years after, in order to admit 
of a sufficient provision being made for an unborn family, has 
also influenced the Court of Chancery in rendering it prompt 
and astute in interfering in behalf of purchasers under a settle- 
ment. ‘The Court, “as it were, regards “a younger family” 
as persons not represented at the time when a provision is 
made for them. It iseven more favourable to them than to 
devisees under a will, although a testator is usually so favoured 
as inops consilii, For it will not interfere in behalf of 
devisees, so as to infringe upon the rule in Shelley’s case 
whereas it will readily do so in respect of purchasers under & 
settlement whenever there is any ground for its doing so by 
reason of the settlement referring to articles: Trevor v. 
Trevor, 1 Eq. Abr. 387; Vide Fearne Con, Rem. p. 90, to 
113, 7th ed. by Butler. ‘The interference of the Court ih 
rectifying settlements is most usually required in order to con- 
stitute the father a tenant for life, and the first and other 
sons tenants in tail by purchase, just as is done in all properly 
drawn settlements. But it can hardly be necessary to state 
that the Court will also, on a proper case being made, rectify 8 
settlement in respect of any other kind of limitation. The 
chief ground of its interference in all these cases is most 
usually mistake. This is most easily proved in respect of the 
non-applicability of the rule in Shelley's case to a limitation 
to the heir general or special, of the tenant for life, because the 
application of this rule would be incompatible with the main 
and primary scope of the settlement; but of course any other 
mistake. when proved, will be rectified by the Court. 

Although it: has been decided that iage is not an act of 
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performance so as to take a parol agreement out of the 
Statute of Frauds, yet, if there be any other act done, in 
pursuance of the marriage agreement, it will afford a sub- 
stantial ground fer the Court to enforce performance of the 
entire marriage contract. In Hammersley v. De Biel, 12 Cl. 
& Fin. 1, the law on this point is stated to be that if a representa- 
tion is made by one party for the purpose of influencing the 
conduct of another, and acted on by him, it will in general be 
sufficient to entitle him to the assistance of a Court of Equity, 
for the purpose of realizing such representation. And so in 
roposals of marriage: if the parent or his agent deli- 
Porately holds out inducements to the suitor to celebrate the 
marriage, and he consents and celebrates it, believing it was in- 
tended that he should have the benefits so held out to him, 
a court of equity will give effect to the proposals. The law is 
thus laid down by Lord Cottenham in that case (p. 62). 
But we are strongly disposed to contest the accuracy of the 
proposition thus widely laid down. Surely, if marriage is not 
an act of part performance, an inducement to celebrate it 
must be acted upon in some other respect than by the mere 
rmance of the marriage, in order to afford a basis for the 
jurisdiction of the Court., In Hammersley v. De Biel there was 
such an additional act of part performance, and,'therefore, there 
can be no doubt of the soundness of the decision in that case. It 
is seldom, indeed, that the Court is called upon to execute a 
completely parol agreement in respect of marriage, without 
some note in writing, so that there is usually, besides the 
allegation of part performunce, the additional ground of mistake 
in favour of the claim to the aid of the Court. In Kay v. Brook, 
3 Sm. & Giff. 407, a father on a treaty for his son’s marriage 
promised by letter to settle a sum of money forthwith, and to 
recognise‘his son in common with the rest of his family in the 
future provisions of his will. The sum of money was settled; 
and the marriage took place on the faith of the representation 
in the letter. By his will the testator made a substantial 
provision for his son, but much less than equal to those made for 
his other children. It was held by the Sir J- Stuart, V.C., that 
the promise was so vague as to the amount, that, consistently 
with it, the testator might have given all his property to a 
stranger, and that the promise was satisfied by the provision 
in the will and codicil.. It is, as we have already observed, 
much easier to obtain the interference of the Court in respect 
of the rule in Shelley’s case than in other cases of mistake. 
The present case, the facts of which were very similar to those 
in Kay v. Brook, exemplifies this view. A marriage being in 
contemplation, A. and B., the fathers of the parties, write to 
each other stating what they intend to do, and referring to there 
being a settlement. The settlement, which was executed in the 
Seotch form, contained no specific reference to the letters. 
Sir R. ‘Il. Kindersley, V.C., held that certain alleged allu- 
sions in the settlement to the letters did not constitute 
sufficient evidence of an intention that the settlement should 
be made in conformity with the terms of the letters, so as to 
afford ground for its rectification on the plea of mistake. A 
settlement, being’as we have stated, a merger of any previous 
articles, it constitutes a new and independent agreement between 
the parties, unless it refers to the articles, in which case, of course, 
any variation in its terms from those of the articles will be 
rectified by the Court The precise point determined by this 
case appears to be that there must be a distinct recital of or 
reference to articles, and not a mere general allusion to a pre- 
— treaty, in order to afford a basis for the intervention of the 
urt. 





COMMON LAW. 

Bit oF Sate—PRoPerty IN GRANTOR, 
Holiingsworth v..White and Others, Q. B., 10 W. R, 619. 
It is requisite that two things should concur before the terms 

of the statute 17 & 18 Vict. c. 36, s. 1, may be considered to 
be complied with—namely, the apparent possession of the goods 
by the person who makes the bill of sale, and the lapse of 
twenty-one days within which the assignee must complete his 
title by filing such bill of sale, for it is enacted by that section 
that every bill of sale shall ‘be filed within twenty-one days, 


~ otherwise it shall, as against all assignees in bankruptcy, a 


solvency, or sheriffs’ vate Me void 80 voto Pgpeert . 
property in any personal cha comprised n, “which, 
— the etpirytien of the said period of ps days, peoron 

in the possession or t possession of the person making 
such bill of sale.” Soin the case of Marples v. Hartley, 30 
L. J. &. B. 92, 9 W. R. 334, where considerably before the 
expiration of the twenty-one days the assignee hnd taken pos- 
session of goods under a bill of sale which had not been filed, it 





was decided that as the assignee had not been in apparent 
possession for the term of “ twenty-one days” the bill of sale 
did not require to be filed to give the assignee a good title to 
the goods fh question. 

In the present case three bills of sale had been executed at 
different times, assigning the same goods to the plaintiff. Before 
the last bill of sale had been executed the defendants seized 
the goods in question under a fi. fa. The third bill of sale 
was subsequently, and within twenty-one days from its execu- 
tion, filed in accordance with the provisions of the above sec- 
tion of the Act. The Court of Queen’c Bench held that the 
execution of each of the new bills of sale amounted to a 
redemption of the goods and a granting of an additional 
security, so that the first two bills having become annulled. 
the third operated, to all intents and purposes, as a valid 
security against the execution creditor, as the twenty-one days 
at the time of the seizure of the goods by such creditor had 
not then elapsed. : 

It was contended by the defendant in the present case, that 
the property in the goods in question passed by the first bill 
of sale, and that consequently the third bill of sale could 
pass no interest to the plaintiff, and the case was said to come 
within the privciple of the decision in Gadsden v. Barrow, 9 
Exch. 514, where a. defendant who was an execution creditor 
was held to be entitled to defeat the plaintiff’s title to seize 
goods under a Dill of sale, on an interpleader issue, whether 
certain goods were the goods of the plaintiff, by proving a prior 
bill of sale of such goods to a third party. The Court, how- 
ever, decided in accordance with Marples v. Hartley, as the 
execution of the new bill of sale had practically redeemed the 
property out of the grantee, and granted or afforded him an 
additional security. 


y™ 
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Correspondence. 


INDISPUTABLE POLICIES. 


Permit me to offer a few remarks on the paragraph in your 
last number having reference to the case of Heinekey v. The 
Scottish Widows’ Fund Assurance Company. 

From the narrative you have given of the case, your readers 
will be apt to conclude that the Scottish Widows’ Company 
were successful in defeating the claim of the assured on the 
strength of a clause peculiar to their policies, and not to be 
found in the policies of other life assurance companies; whereas 
the policies of life companies scarcely differ in expression, and 
the restrictive clause to which you refer, whereby 2 mere mis- 
statement unaccompanied by fraud is made to annul a policy, 
is to be found in all ordinary policies, and it is only fair to the 
Scottish Widows Fund that any impression prejudicial to them 
and based on the assumption that their policies are peculiarly 
restrictive, should be removed. 

On referring to the case, as reported in the Irish journals, it 
will be seen that the defendants adduced two separate opines 
the first, that there had been a mis-statement, not fraudulently 
made, in as far as the assured life was under disease at the 
date of the proposal of assurance, although he was not aware 
of it; and the second defence was, that the policy was obtained 
by fraud, After six days’ investigation before the Chief Baron 
of Ireland, the result was findings by a special jury im favour 
of the defendants on the ffrst plea, and in favour of the plain- 
tiff on the second plea—a decision quite in unison with the 
settled law of England, Ireland, and Scotland, that under the 
warranty clause of ordinary policies any misstatement or error, 
whether innocently or fraudulently committed, will void the 
policy. Both plaintiff and defendants have evinced an unusual 
amount of courage in contesting a case from which it was 
scarcely possible either could reap any benefit, but which has 
led you to offer advice useful not only to lawyers but to the 
public, ALEX, ROBERTSON. 

The Indisputable Life Assurance Company of Scotland, 

13, Queen-street, Edinburgh, 13th August. 








MortTGaGe.—Propuction oF DEEDS. 
In reply to the enquiry of G. W., I enclose an extract from 
the points of practice adopted in 1842 by the Kent Law Society, 
and which has ever since been observed by its members. 
M., or M. 
“ That it is inconsistent with fair practice for the solicitor of 
& mortgagee to refuse an examination of the title deeds, with 
an abstract, on the ground that such abstract has not been 
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prepared by himself; or to refuse to furnish an abstract of any 
particular deeds in the possession of the mortgagee when an 
abstract of all the deeds is not required. 





> , 


Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


FRANCE. 
Sratistics or COMMERCIAL JUSTICE. 

The newly-elected judges of the Tribunal of Commerce 
of Paris were recently duly installed, and M. Deniere, 
{ots ne re-elected President. On taking his seat the new 

ident delivered a speech, in which he reviewed the pro- 
ceedings of the Tribunal during the past year, and afterwards 
read the usual detailed report, divided into three heads—judg- 
ments, bankruptcies, and trading companies—of which the fol- 
lowing is a brief summary :—The number of causes remaining 
to be heard on the Ist of July, 186], was 940, and the new 
ones introduced up to the 30th of June this year were 74,190, 
making a total of 75,130. Of these causes 43,570 were unde- 
fended, 21,302 were decided contradictorily, 3,882 were with- 
drawn, 5,604 were conciliated, and 772 remained to be heard 
The number of causes in 1861-62 exceeded those of the 
preceeding year by 6,526, The tribunal has heard 67 appeals 
from j ts given by the Councils of Prud’hommes; of 
this number 35 judgments were co’ 8 quashed, 8 con- 
' ciliated, and 5 remain over. The appeals to the Imperial 
Court from judgments of the Trib were 860, which, with 
667 remaining over from preceding years, make a total of 
1,527. Of this number the judgments were confirmed in 463 
cases, quashed in 144, while 207 were amicably settled without 
a hearing, and 814 remain undecided. The total number of 
bankruptcies declared in 1861-62 was 1,773, which, with the 
number remaining over from the preceding year, make a total 
of 2,944, of which 1,456 have been definitively settled by the 
payment of dividends ranging from 5 to 80 percent. In 25 
instances the debts were paid in full, The total amount paid 
into the hands of the officers of the Tribunal during the last 
year was 8,561,515f. On the 30th of June the number of bank- 
fuptcies remaining over was 1,488. The total number of part- 
nership deeds deposited with the registrar was 1,284, and 993 
dissolutions of partnership had been noted during the year. 
The capital of existing companies en commandite is 74,756,000f., 
showed a decrease of 42,244,000f. since 1859-60, a fact which 
would seem to prove that joint-stock companies are regarded 
by the public with less favour than formerly. 





EVIDENCE OF PoLicE OFfFicERs. 

The police has its recognised agents, who alone can give evi- 
dence in courts of justice. The secret police seconds the offi- 
cial police, puts it on the track of conspiracies and conspirators, 
and indicates the means of ascertaining the reality of the plots 
denounced. The official police avails itself of the information 
thus obtained. When it has verified the facts it gives evidence 
thereon, and states what it has seen and heard. This is the 
course always followed, and it is an inversion of the functions 
of the two services to produce in court evidence or information 
intended to remain secret. If that practice were allowed to 

il the accused would be judged on anonymous information. 
is of no avail for the official agent to allege his conviction 
of the trustworthiness of those under him, for no proof can 
he give of the fact. The proceedings of French tribunals are 
pe ; but that publicity is lost if the witnesses are to remain 
the bac! d. They would then be returning to the secret 
trials of old Parliaments. The tendency of modern laws is, 
on the contrary, to bring the accuser and the accused face to 
face; and that is in the t day an essential formality. 
it is not required that the police officer should name the agents 
who have aided him in his investigation : all that is wanted is that 
he should limit his deposition to facts within his own observation, 
and not adduce the testimony of any agent whom he is not 
prepared to produce. Such is the spirit of the law; it protects 
the sincerity of evidence, the publicity of judicial proceedings, 
and the free defence of the parties accused.” 





ACCIDENT.—COMPENSATION, 
The Civil Tribunal of Paris recently gave judgment in an 
i by a man named Dumont, against a pastry- 
Gru, under the following circumstances:—On the 
of April, 1859, the defendant and his journeymen’ were 
in the back shop, when, from a noise heard in the 
, they fancied it was on fire. One of his apprentices, 


pean 





young Dumont, immediately knelt down to look up the chim- 
ney, and while in that position the defendant laid his hands on 
the young man’s sboulders and pressed so heavily that the 
young man sank down with a cry of pain. From that time 
young Dumont suffered so much from the loins that he was 
unable to work, and after languishing two years, died at last in 
the Hospital Lariboisiére. The plaintiff then brought an action 
for damages, and the Tribunal ordered an inquiry to be insti- 
tuted, which resulted in establishing the fuct that the fous 
man’s death was caused by the defendant’s imprudence, though 
there was no reason to suppose that he meant to injure him, 
The Tribunal, in giving judgment, declared that, although the 
defendant did not intend to hurt the youth, he had been guilty 
of want of due precaution, and accordingly condemned him to 
pay the plaintiff 2,000f. damages. 


ITALY. 

Turin.—The Chamber of Deputies continue to pass a num- 
ber of laws of a secondary interest, but for the most part ur. 
. The task of the Italian parliament is complicated by 
difficulties of detail which it is impossible for anyone not on 
the spot to form an idea of. The diversity in civil legislation 
and habits is a source of continual embarrassment. A stamp 
law, for instance, was established, which it was thought would 
have been everywhere accepted; but no one had thought of the 
procedure in such matters peculiar to the Two Sicilies, In 
those provinces the Court of Cassation has no right to examine 
documents: it can only look at the judgmeat. Hence the 
necessity of prefacing a judgment by a narrative of the whole 
case, and in which the documents are copied from one end to 
the other. It may therefore be conceived what a quantity of 
paper would be thus covered, and to have every sheet stamped 
would be attended with an enormons expense. M, Raéli, an 
Italian deputy, and a very eminent man has proposed to simplify 
matters by having the judgments drawn up as in France and 
in Northern Italy; but the Neapolitans of the extreme left are 

violently in favour of the narratives, 





SPAIN. 


A Madrid letter in the Gazette des Tribunaur says:—“A 
singular qase has just been brought before the tribunal of 
Valencia. A married lady of great personal attractions, and 
moving in the best circles of Valencia, was some time since 
taken to Barcelona by her husband and two of his brothers, 
and there confined in a lumatic asylum, in spite of all the re- 
sistance she could offer. As the necessary medical certificates 
had been obtained, the keeper of the asylum made no objection 
to taking charge of her The unfortunate lady having some 
time after found means to escape and get back to Valencia, 
lodged a complaint against her husband, his brothers, and the 
doctors who signed the certificates, all of whom have just been 
condemned to twelve years’ hard labour.” 





MEXICO. 

The mode of administering justice—or, move properly speak- 
ing, injustice—is a crying evil here. The judges are selected 
for their political opinions, without the least regard to their 
qualifications. They receive no salary, because there is nothing 
wherewith to pay them; and, as they must live, it follows, as 
a matter of course, that the means of doing so must be ex- 
torted from one or other of the litigating parties. A poor 
man, however good his case, would never dream of 
going to law with a rich ma>. The thing would be 
an absurdity. The first points 1 be considered on the 
institution of a suit are, how is the judge to be in- 
fluenced, what is his price, &c. Numberless instances might 
be mentioned where a judge has been known to have made up 
his mind in favour of one of the ies, but for a considera- 
tion has changed it and given a verdict for the opposite one. It 
is a matter of public notoriety thst in nine cases out of ten the 
highest bidder gains the day. ‘The manner in which justice is 
meted out to foreigners may be judged of by the following 
case:— 

A short time ago an Italian, im possession of a small farm i: 
the nei ood of Mexico, discharged one of his workmen 
for being drunk and idle. The following day the workman 
mat Biss 40 9 oly sat, fell upon him, and gave him a tre- 
mendous beating. The Italian appealed to the magistrate of 
the place for protection, when the latter read the complainant 
a lecture upon the impropriety of his discharging a man 
who had to support a wife and family, "feed him ten 
dollars. Tho San f conve, woskd hemp Suto geapeien he 2 

appealed 


judge—such is ever the case here. The Itali 


Syoe wes ees fF 








SEE FF 


BESS See 


2E 


BES FB 


eS oe oe Se ee 


eam SBa20@7 @29 BRE amuse res FF 


BSEPSER SL SAL> 


Peeret* eae tar 


ofb8e Ke Fat St 


eEsee 








j. Ave. 16,1862. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 








to Baron Wagner, who at once passed a note to Doblado 
the subject Doblado promised that the matter 
should be looked into and set right. The Italian re- 
turned to his home. On the following day the judge, accom- 
panied by three or four other persons, called upon the Italian 
and asked him whether it was his intention to pay the ten 
dollars fine, and upon being imformed that the matter had 
been laid before the Government by Baron Wagner, the judge 
drew a pistol and fired at his head, The ball passed through 
his whiskers. The Italian made his escape, and appealed to 
the judge of Tambaya. This worthy, after shaking his head 
said, “ Your complaint against the judge of Nonsalco for an 
assault is a mere personal matter, of which I can take no 
i , but the ten dollars you were fined must be handed to 

me, and I will cite you for such a day to go into the merits of 
that part of the case.” The poor Italian, staggered at this 
novel mode of administering justice, again had recourse to 
Baron Wagner, who passed a second note to Doblado, and this 
time received for answer “ that as the Italians were not under 
his protection, he (Baron Wagner) had no right to intefere in 
the matter.” The fine, however, was subsequently remitted and 
the magistrate held to bail. 


> 
— 





LAW OF WAR AND NEUTRALITY, 

At the last meeting of the Social Science Conz ress, held 
in London, a discussion took place as to the present state of 
international law as it affects the rights of belligerents and 
neutrals during war. M. Garnier Pagts,a member of the 
Provisional Government of 1848 in France, delivered upon 
the oceasion an eloquent address, of which the following is a 
translation :— 

The pure air of liberty, which I breathe with delight on 
ge ogo soil of Great Britain, enraptures and agitates 
me. Bnt your kind reception reassures me, and I am about 
to try, after the eminent English orators and authors, to say 
in my turn a few words upon one of the most important 
gga of modern times, maritime liberty during war. 
The world advances, civilization progresses, humanity ap- 
proaches its goal, spirit subdues matter, everything is trans- 
formed under the life-giving breath of liberty and justice. 
Shall war alone preserve immutably its character of unmiti- 
gated extermination ; extermination by sword, fire, sack, 
Pillage, Tape, carnage, famine, conflagration, and death? 

o! that cannot be. As light increases, war must be 
called upon to suffer successive modifications, until that 
terrible scourge has entirely disappeared from the globe. 

History has left us the horrible descr; ‘.ns of the wars of 
ancient times. The soul shudders wit! dread at those nar- 
ratives of nations vanquished, transplanted, dispersed, re- 
duced to slavery, or massacred ; disappearing from the soil, 
leaving no memory of their passage over this earth but the 
ruins of razed towns. 

In modern times we sometimes find the same slaughter, 
the same destruction of cities. But nevertheless a shade of 
transformation appears, slavery is changed into serfdom. 
Public opinion begins to penetrate to the surface, and to im- 
pose certain rules. The Palatinate, condemned to devasta- 
tion, stains the memory of Louis XIV. and Louvois. 

By degrees precedents and usages are collected by authors 
whose task is now obsolete. A kind of code of war and 
of peace becomes established amongst nations, It is called 
international law. 

Tn international law there is the right of the belligerent 
and the right of the neutral. 

War being declared, on good motives or bad pretexts, 
international law authorises ye to invade the enemy’s terri- 
wo Da pass over town and country like a torrent of fire, 
and to exterminate all that resists you. Hence this result of 
two nations attacked and conquered, the most cowardly, the 
one which defends itself least, is the most spared, and the 
bravest, the one which knows how to die for its country, is 
the most crushed. A town surrenders disgracefully, it is 
saved; a town defends itself couragcously, it is put to th 
edge of the sword. These are the ethics of war! In this 
savage and barbarous law it is admitted that a city r a coun. 
try may be reduced by famine. A name has been given to 

mode of annihilation—blockade. There is land blockade 
and maritime blockade. Land. blockade permits this. In 
8 besieged town the defenders, to prolong a resistance useful 
for the of the country, find themselves under the ernel 
ese ay tly expelling the useless mouths—that is, the 
weak, ed, the women, the children, the infirm, they 
believe it to 





their right and duty. The besiegers, on their | 
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part, believe it to be their right and duty to prevent them 
from leaving, and then a population, proscribed by both 
sides, placed between two fires, crowded into the trenches of 
the town, expires of distress, of cold, and of hunger. 
Atrocious conan Dale be —_ to the combatants the 
avenging typhus. Does not the heart of every good man 
revolt against such an expedient of war? Are, then, sword 
and fire not sufficient weapons, that famine must be added to 
them ? If war and blockade on land present such pictures, 
maritime war and blockade offer still darker ones, and more 
fatal to the conqueror himself. Two enemies’ fleets en- 
gage; the cannon thunders, the balls rain, the dead and 
wounded fall bravely; the ships blow up and sink into 
the vast abysses. In this struggle there is the grand and 
sublime spectacle of devotion to the country. But by the 
side of this you behold vessels disguising their flags, armed 
secretly, and hiding in their bosom bands of determined 
men, which lie in wait for their prey, and then throw them- 
selves suddenly upon merchant vessels engaged in transport- 
ing the fruits of the soil or of labour; these they seize, 
plunder, and massacre the crews. In time of peace they 
are called pirates, in time of war cruisers, Here is another 
picture. Two nations have mutual relations of commerce, 
productive and fruitful for both. They send each other 
their vessels, richly laden with merchandise. Suddenly their 
governments declare war; and then what pe or ? 
Either these governments sequester the vessels of their 
allies, now become enemies, and mutually sell them or 
their own profit, to the detriment of the traders of both 
nations, or yf grant a delay, during which the goods are 
unloaded and placed in the warehouses of the purchasers or 
of the bailees. The delay over, cach nation hastens with its 
fleet to bombard the warehouses and burn the goods of its 
purchasers and bailees. The success is complete when the 
two ficets have destroyed everything, and made the pur- 

chasers on both sides insolvent. It is a mutual service 
which they render to their countrymen. ‘This is not all. 
A maritime blockade is established. This is, first of all, 
the prohibition imposed by a nation, under pain of confis- 
cation, on those who buy from it against coming to bay its 
own products, and on those who sell to it against furnish- 
ing it with the products it needs. Let us examine, as a case 
in point, what is now happening among a great and friendly 
nation. What are the two great fractions of that nation 
doing, whilst struggling one against the other ? They esta- 
blish beth land and maritime blockades. Hence this fatal 
consequence for both: one is deprived of corn and other 
indispensable products, the other is deprived of cotton 
and tobacco—a loss on each side without any compensation. 
There is a yet sadder consequence, All commerce is for- 
bidden with neutrals, and the Southern fraction carries the 
extravagance of passion so far as to barn its cotton rather 
than sell it to Europe. What does it hope from this sense- 
less policy (whatever may be its right, which I do not wish 

to discuss)? To compel Europe to uphold it in its struggle 

and to recognise it. But does it not see, first, that it is com- 
mitting suicide by forcing powerful and intelligent England 
to increase tenfold her production of cotton in India, and 
France to seek it on the fertile soil of her Algerine posses- 

sions? The impulse once given will not stop, and sooner or 
later the Southern fraction will bitterly regret having 
turned aside the source of its riches. Next, does i tnot sec 
that to its design of foreing the people of Europe to recog- 

nise it there is an insurmountable obstacle? Slavery! 

Slavery, that sacrilege, that crime of high treason against 
humanity! While it secks to break the bonds which fetter 

it, does it then not feel that it holds in its own chains a 
whole race? It presents itself before Europe with a mark of 
blood upon its brow. Let it efface this mark of Cain! 

Let it deliver, and it shall be delivered. But on the day on 

which it shall have healed this shameful wound, which will 

cause its death if it is not cauterised, it will no longer have 

any motive for separating itself from the great people of 
which it is one of the most active members. There will, 

therefore, be no repose or peace for it until it has redeemed 

itself. Its present sufferings are an expiation. It can only 

hope for the sympathies of Europe after it has purified itself. 

Never will Europe make herself the accomplice of its origi- 

nal error, slavery. But let us turn away our eyes from 

sad examples, and pursue the demonstration of the fatal 

consequences of sea blockade to the rights of neutrals. 

These rights of neutrals are so obscure that lately two great 

nations were on the point of tearing each other to pieces, on 

account of a different interpretation put upon sn incident 














arising from the act of a single individual. Each party, in 
order to define its right, was obliged to consult its legal ad- 
visers; and the legal advisers, as is usual, gave it in favour 
of their own countrymen. Every author, every precedent, 
was examined and scrutinised; and the question became 
every day more and more obscure. Vessels were being 
armed, millions spent. Happily the distinguished statesmen 
who preside over the destinies of those two great nations 
gave the question a practical solution, and the tempest, ready 
to break forth, was calmed. 

International law, the law of neutrality, ought then to be 
modified, transformed. There is a truer light than that 
drawn from the best and wisest writers: it is the light which 
comes from God and descends into the conscience. This 
light guided the English and French governments when, 
during the Crimean war, they respected the commercial 
town of Odessa. This light guides those nations who refuse 
the entry of their ports to privateers, and repulse them as if 
they brought the plague. The Congress of Paris has taken 
a first step in the way of regeneration. It must be more 
boldly trodden. That which an association so eminent as 
yours is called upon to claim, is maritime liberty during 
war. You have raised the question; it must be resolved. 
The scourge must be confined within ever-narrowing limits. 
Henceforth let o— property on land and sea be re- 
spected by the belligerent parties! Let commerce never be 
nterrupted. In the time of the Empire, Bonaparte replied 
to a sea blockade by a continental blockade. What was 
the result of these two monster blockades? England was 
oppressed with a debt of twenty-stx thousand millions of 
francs, and Bonaparte died at Saint Helena. Let blockade 
be for ever banished and branded by the nations as a 
suicide. Let not the fear of warlike weapons being intro- 
duced be an argument. To a nation which knows how to 
die, weapons are never wanting to defend itself. Let the pro- 
ducts of the soil and of labour circulate peacefully during 
the fiercest war. The nations most interested in adopting 
this new code of humanity are those which, like your 
own, create and trade the most. Is it not enough to let 
cannon reply to cannon, army to army 2 Or rather, let us 
transform the budgets of war into budgets of peace. Is it not 
deplorable that so many thousand millions should be lost 
in paying for the means of destruction, when so little is given 
to the means of production ? Let the nations unite, con- 
centrate, federate. Let the arbitration of the representa- 
tives of nations resolve difficulties before, and not after, 
the massacre. This is the wish I form in the midst of a 
great nation which understands all great ideas. To all the 
pegs Pas: it practices and teaches to the world, let it 
add this new liberty, maritime liberty during war: and it 
will be blessed of God ! 
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Public Companies. 
REPORTS OF MEETINGS. 
GLOUCESTER AND Forest oF Dean. 


At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 9th 
inst., a dividend of 12s. 6d. per share was declared for the past 
half-year. 





LonpoN AND BLACKWALL. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 12th 
inst., a dividend, at the rate of £3 per cent., per annum, was 
declared for the past half-year. 

MEDITERRANEAN EXTENSION TELEGRAPH. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 7th 
inst., a dividend at the rate of 8 per cent. on the preference 
shares, and of 4 per cent, on the ordinary shares, was declared 
for the last half-year. 


Nortu Lonpon. 

At the half yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
12th inst., a dividend at the rate of £2 10s. per cent. was de- 
clared for the past half-year. 

NortH STaFFORDSHIRE. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 8th 
inst., a dividend at the rate of 3 per cent., per annum, was 
declared for the past half-year. 

Royston aND HITCHIN. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
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11th inst., a dividend at the rate of 6 per cent., per annen. 
was declared for the past half-year, less income tax of 9d. in 
the pound, and Is. per £6 5s, stock for expenses of manage- 
ment of the Royston, Hitchin, and Shepreth Consolidated 
Stock. 
Sourn DurHaM AND LANCASHIRE UNION. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company held on the 5th 
inst., a dividend at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum was de- 
clared for the past half-year. 


Souru YORKSHIRE. 
At the annual meeting of this company, held on the 8th 
inst., a dividend of 5 per cent per annum was declared on the 
ordinary stock. 


Vicroria STATION AND PIMLICo. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 7th 
inst. a dividend at the rate of 2 per cent. per annum was de- 
clared for the past half-year. 
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Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 
BROWNE—On the 7th inst., at Grove-end-road, St. John’s Wood, the 
wife of G. Lathom Browne, Esq., of the Norfolk Circuit, of a daughter. 
GRIFFITH—On the 3rd inst.,in Dublin, at the house of her father, the 
wife of William Downes Griffith, of the Inner Temple, Esq., Barrister- 


at-Law, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 

COLLIER—McNAIR—On the 12th inst., at St. Marylebone Church, by 
the Rev. W. F. Mothersole, M.A., Charles Frederick Collier, jun., Esq., 
of the Middle Temple, and formerly of Bombay, to Marian Eliza Mary, 
youngest daughter of the late Major Robert McNair, of Abbey-road, St. 
John's-wood. 

DAVEY—DONKIN—On the 5th inst., at St. George’s Church, Camber- 
well, by the Rev. Hevry Rendall, rector of Great Rollright, Oxon, 
Horace Davey, M.A., Fellow of University College, Oxford, and of Lin- 
coln’s-inn, son of Peter Davey, ., to Louisa Hawes, daughter of the 
late John Donkin, Esq., of Ormond House, Old Kent-road, 

FLEETWOOD—FORDE—On the 12th inst., at St. Michael’s Church, 
Chester-square, Edward Fleetwood, only son of the late Edward Kemp- 
son, Esq., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law, to Frances Anne, 

oungest daughter of the late William Forde, Esq. 

GOULD—HAM MERTON—On the 6th inst., at Todmorden, by the Rey. 
Joseph Gould, M.A., Charles Gould, of Sheffield, Solicitor, to Anne, 
eldest daughter of Thomas Edward Hammerton, Solicitor, Todmorden, 

GREEN—GOLDWORTH—FURNESS—GOLDWORTH—On the 7th inst, 
at Morningthorpe, Norfolk, by the Rev. E. N. Rolfe, the rector, Henry 
William Green, Esq., of Bristol, to Elizabeth, the eldest daughter; and, 
at the same time, John Furness, Esq., Solicitor, Long Stratton, to 
Pheebe, the youngest daughter of Alfred Goldworth, Esq., of Morning- 

ho: 


t ‘ 

ORMOND—BROOKS—On the 7th inst., at Wantage, by the Rev. W. J. 
Butler, vicar of Wan , assisted by the Rev. John Ormond, vicar of 
Great Kimble, Bucks, Edward Ormond, of Wantage, Solicitor, to Eliza 
Charlotte, daughter of the late John Brooks, Esq., of Stirlings, 


Wantage. 

SMITH—PRITCHARD—On Thursday, the 3lst ult., at the Cathedral, 
Manchester, by the Rev. George Huntington, M.A., George Smith, Esq., 
Solicitor, Leek, to Emma, oniy daughter of Joshua Pritchard, Esq., 


Hulme. 
WOOD—HOOKE—On Thursday, the 7th inst., at Norton, by the Rev. 
Alfred Hooke. M.A., cousin of the bride, and the Rev. William Wood, 
M.A., incumbent of St. Paul’s, Warrington, brother of the bridegroom. 
Charles Wood, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, third son of 
John Wood, Esq., of York, to Sarah Sophia, third daughter of the late 
Benjamin Hooke, Esq., of Norton Hall, in the county of Worcester. 
DEATHS. 
BOWYER—On the 6th inst., Joseph Bowyer, Esq., of Gray’s-inn, aged 38. 
JAMES—On May 12, at Verulam, Natal, John Rees James, Esq., 
son of the late Hugo James Esq., Attorney-General of Jamaica, 
MADDOCK—On the 4th inst., at her residence, King’s-cliffe, aged 76, 
Miss Maddock, sister of the late Henry Maddock, M.P., the Chancery 
Barrister, and aunt of Dr. Maddock, London. 


—_—_—>—_ 
London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnership Dissolved. 
Turspay, Aug. 12, 1862. 


Bartholomew, William, & Edward Brodribb Randall, Gray’s-inn, Middle- 
sex, Attorneys and Solicitors. By mutual consent. Aug 9. 


GA indings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripar, Aug. 8, 1862. 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 

British Exchequer Life Assurance Company ( er pio fm ches 
cellor Wood will, on Aug. 9 at 1, proceed to e a call on the contri- 
butories of this company for 10s per share. 

London and Birmingham Extension and Northampton, Daventry, Leam- 
ington, and Warwick Railway Company.—Vice-Chancellor Stuart doth 
hereby Ln mater Meira that a call of 10s. og share be made on all 
contributories of company, on Aug. 21 at 12. 

Times Fire Insurance Company.—The Master of the Rolls doth peremp- 
torily order that a call of 5s, per share be made on all contributories of 
this company, on Sept, 15. 
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Turspay, Aug. 12, 1862, 


British Provident Life and Fire Assurance Society (Registered).—Vice- 
Chancellor Kindersley doth order that a call of £5 per share be made 
on all contributories of this society, to be paid on or before Sept. | at 
12, to William Turq , Official Manager, 16 Tokenhouse-yd, London. 

Pheenix Life Assurance Company. —Vice- Chancellor Wood doth peremp- 
torily order a call for £5 per share on all contributories of this com- 
pany, to be paid on or before Sept. | at 12, to William Turquand, O;ficial 
Manager, 16 Tokenhouse-yard, London. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farivar, Aug 8, 1862. 

Beviss, Abraham, Charlton Horethorne, Somersetshire, and formerly of 
Pointington. Oct 6. Sol Melmoth, Sherborne, Dorsetshire 

Brennand, Harriet, formerly of Edwarde’s-sq, Kensington, Middlesex, but 
sod p Rae degeone Charterhouse, Spinster. Sept 12. Sols Harris & Mee, Bishops- 
gai ur 

Canter, John Benjamin, Church-lane, St Michael, Bristol, Painter. Oct 
5. Sol Henderson, 50 Broad-st, Bristol. 

Cowell, Richard, East Harisey, core, Yeoman. Nov. Sol Richard- 
son, Thirsk, Yorkshire. 

De la Fargue, Louisa Maria, Ipswich, Sufiolk, Widow. Sept 15. Sol 
Maude, 69 Mark-lane. 

Green, hg om Percy-villa, Nunhead, Surrey, Gent. Sept 1. H. C. 
Green, Percy- villa, Nunhead, and E. Clarke, Gresham-villa, Tudor-rd, 
Norwood, Surrey, Executors. 

Henderson, James Henry, 31 ug Middlesex, Esq. Oct 8. 
H. R. Henderson, 31 Bloomsbury-sq, Exec 

Hickley, James, 3 Norfolk-place, Ghackiewell, "hliddlesex. Sept 25. Sol 
Twinberrow, 3 Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Hoblyn, Laura Frances, Cote Lodge, Westbury-u yg -Trym, Gloucester- 
shire, Widow. Oct. 6. Sols Osborne, Ward, & Co.,41 Broad st, Bristol. 

Liell, Eliza. Clent Grove, Worcestershire, Spinster. Sept 15, Sols Har- 
ward & Shepherd, Stourbridge. 

Liell, Mary, Clent ye toh Worcestershire, Spinster. Sept 15. Sols pa 
ward & Shepherd, Stourb: 

Mark, J Brampton, Cumberland, Spirit Merchant. Sept 1. Sol 
Forster, Brampton, Cumberlan 

gwd , Richard, Moston Hall, Cheshire, Esq. Aug 25. Sols Helps & 


Murphy, "Adolphus, Staff College, Sandhurst, Berks, Esq. Sept 15, Sol 
a gr New Library-chambers, Temple. 
Pegg, Bi e.: of 11 Aldersgate-st, but late of 128 Wood-st, 
eapside, Commercial Traveller. Sept 20. Sols Dod & Long- 
staffe, 19 Great ‘Portiand-st. 


TugspaY, Aug. 12, 1862. 

gs iv oes a, Leicester, Gent. Nov 10. Sol Spooner, Horsefair st, 

icester. 

Blakiston, Mary, 7 Nassau-place, Commercial-rd East, Middlesex, Widow. 
Oct 1. Ba 6 Lewis & Watson, 25 Clement’s-lane, Lombard-st. 

tain, formerly of Lytham, Lancashire, but late of Kenil- 
worth, Warwickshire. Septl. Sol Hicks, Kenilworth or Warwick. 

Dobson, Robert Ragueneau, 15 Bathwick-st, Bath. Sept 30. Sol White, 
7 Southampton-st, Bloomsbury. 

Ford, Mary, Cottage Grove, Kingsland, near Shrewsbury, Salop, Spinster. 
Sept 29. Sol Broughall, ‘Shrewsbury. 

Gritton, Margaret, formerly of the Cat Inn, Wordsley, Staffordshire, 
Widow and Innkeeper, and late of Stourbridge, Worcestershire, Widow. 
Nov 11. Sols Bernard & King, Stourbridge. 

Jones, Lewis, Conduit-st, Bond-st, Middlesex. Oct 1. Sols R. & C. H. 
Hodgson, 10 Salisbury-st, Strand 

May, George Augustus, formerly residing at Haldon-house, Devonshire, 
but late of Holy Trinity, Exeter, Gent. Nov 9. Solis H. & B, 1. Ford, 
25 Southernhay, Exeter 

Thirtle, William, Islington, nye Cowkeeper. Oct. Sols R. & C. 
H. Hodgson, 10 Salisbury-st, Si 

Thwaites, Walter William, 14 srebiba d-et, Campbell-rd, Bow, Middlesex, 
Gent. Oct 13. Sol Hill, 1 Bury-ct, St Mary Axe, London 

— Binfield, Berks, Gent. Oct 9. Sol Tidswell, 28 Bridge- 

Von Dieck, Heinrich, 9 Westbourne-grove, Bayswater, Middlesex, Chrono- 
meter Maker. Sept 8. E.T. Mackerell, 22 Thavies-inn, Holborn, and 
C. J. Breese, 157 Goswell-st, Executors. 

Wangler, Luke, 15 Market-st, Oxford, Clock and Watch Maker. Sept 9, 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fray, Aug. 8, 1862. 
Blencowe, Henry Prescott, Bath, Somersetshire, Esq. Oct 29. Blencowe 
v. Blencowe, V. C. Wood. 
Budd, Mary, Calne, Wilts, Widow. Oct 29. Tuckey v. Henderson, M. R. 
Caiger, Ann Elizabeth, 33 Harrison-st, Gray’s-inu-lane, Middlesex, Widow. 
Nov 3. Waterhouse . Wilkinson, V. C. Wood. 
Fraser, aoe Tulloch, Windsor-chambers, Great St. Helen's, London, 
ri 38 Gloucester-ter, Hyde-park, Merchant. Nov 5. Leaf v. Fraser, 


Goodfellow, Thomas, Tunstall, Staffordshire, Earthenware Manufacturer, 
Oct 29. Hose v. Hunt, Hunt v. Hose, M. R. 

Jackson, Jabez, New City-chambers, Bishopsgate-st, } mand of 5 Compton- 
ter, Islington, Gent. Nov 12. In re Jackson, V. C. 

Sheldon, James, formerly ot Upper Clapton, Middlesex, but late of the 
= Inn, Bishopsgate-st Within, Esq. Oct 29. White v. Whiteway, 





Tvespay, Aug. 12, 1862. 
Biggs, gs, Harry, Stockton House, Wilts, Esq. Nov2l. Bond v. Biggs, V.C. 
browning, “— Highgate, Middlesex, Spinster. Nov 10. Chase v. 
Harv im Any Bah Cerney, Gloucestershire, Spinster. Oct 29. Wood v. 


M. 
bs 2 nn, Belize Honduras, Spinster. Feb 4. Liddall v. Nicholson, 








Hay, James Scott, late of Colombo, Ceylon, and of Baterean's -bldgs, Soho, 
Middlesex. Esq. Nov 29. Ramsay v. Ham V. C. Stuart. 

Howard, William, Bath Hotel, Piccadilly, and 1 Victoria-st, Westminster, 
and Chipping Norton, Oxfordshire, . Nov 10. Cole v. Howard, 


M. R. 

ex ge Rev. John, Foy, Herefordshire, Clerk. Nov. 3. Jones v. Jones, 
Vv 

Leeks, Frederick William, Sudbury, Suffolk, Innkeeper, Novi. Ardley 
v. Leeks, V. C. Stuart. 

Neville, William, Fleet-st, London, Haberdasher. Nov 15. Collingburn 
v. Fielder, V. C. Kindersley. 

- es Batten, Road, Somersetshire, Esq. Oct 29. Sinkins v. Lang- 


d, M. R 
Reed, Robert Bell, Harrogate, Yorkshire. Nov 5. Cooper v. Reed, V. C. 


Roe, Thomas, late of Temple-chambers, Fleet-st, London, and * 4 
Donabty-<t, Middlesex, Gent. Nov 1. Luckombe v. Saywell, V. C. 

ituart. 

Rosenbohm, Johann, 16 Somerset-st, Aldgate, Sugar Boiler. Oct 29. 
Gode v, Rosenbohm, M. R. 

Spurway, Frederick Joseph Blake, formerly of Richmond, , after- 
wards of West Park-house, Ermington, Devonshire, Esq, @ late of 
Spring Grove-park, Melverton, Somersetshire. Nov 5. Spurway v. 
Spurway, V. C. Wood. 

Willan, Isabella Maria Douglas, formerly of Twyford Abbey, Middlesex, 
but late of Chichester, Widow. Nov 8. Willan v. Willan, Te. R. 

Woodrow, Lewis John, formerly of 18 eg and late of Jeffrey’s- 
sq, London, and of ’Bristol, Merchant. 13, Bevan v. Attorney- 
General, V. C. Stuart. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Famay, Aug. 8, 1862. 
Benn, Henry, Binbrooke, Lincolnshire, Draper. Aug 19. Sols Rhodes & 
Son. 


Brunton, Robert, Weasenham, All Saints, Norfolk, Blacksmith and 
Licensed Victualler. July 12. Sol Sadd, jun, Norwich. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Famay, Aug. 8, 1862. 
Barry, John Richard, 17 Albert-ter, Bayswater, Milliner. July 10. As- 
signment. Keg Aug 7. 
— Joseph, on Wool and Waste Dealer. July 17. Convey- 


Reg Aug 4 

Blakes Richard Henry, Langport, Somersetshire, Attorney-at-Law. Jnly 8. 
Conveyance. Reg Aug 4. 

Bolton, Thomas, Monkwearmouth, Durham, Rope Maker. July 29, 
Conveyance. Reg Aug 7. 

Carter, Thomas, Liverpool,Grocer. July 31. Composition. Reg Aug 6. 

Duff, Robert Low, Chowbent, Lancashire, Manufacturer. July 10. As- 
signment. Reg Aug 7. 

Duke, Robert Rippon. Buxton, Derbyshire, Timber Merchant. July 9. 
Conveyance. Keg Aug 5. 

Fiedler, Julius Henry, 172 Aldersgate-st, Carpet Bag and Portmanteau 
Manufacturer. July 11. Composition. Reg Aug 5. 

Guest, see Sheffield, Brewer’s Clerk. July 11. Conveyance. Reg 
Au 


Hall, * Chaves, Laxfield, Suffolk, Farmer. July 9. Assignment. Reg 
Aug 


Lemieet, Joseph, eg Cloth and Shaw! Manufacturer. July 14. 
Composition. Reg Aug 

Mills, Jesse, Acre, Siam, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. July 15. As- 
signment. Reg Aug 

Partridge, Thomas, Ben and Butcher Public House, Akely, Buckingham- 
shire, Publican, July 8. Assignment. Reg Aug 5. 

Rogers, John, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Brick Maker. July 11. 
Assignment. Reg Aug 7. 

Skipworth, Rev. Thomas, Pickworth, Lincolnshire, Clerk. July 14. 
Composition. Reg Aug 7. 

Stanley, John Bacon, Liverpool, Wine and Spirit Merchant. July 25, 
Composition. Reg Aug 

Storey, Elsdon, North Shields, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Ship Owner 
and Shipwright. July 10. Composition. Reg Aug 

Wilkinson, Joseph, Bradford, Upholsterer. July in” Conveyance. Reg 
Aug 5. 

TuespaY, Aug. 12, 1862. 

Bullen, John Richard, Maguire-st, Liverpool, Wine and Spirit Merchant. 
July 14. Assignment. Reg Aug 11. 

Carr, William Hartley, Dewsbury Moor, ~~ Sha Yorkshire, Manufac- 
turer. July 16. Assignment. Reg Aug | 

Clarke, George, Kilnhurst, near Fam eg Yorkshire, Joiner and 
Builder. July 14. Assignment. Reg Aug 9. 

Dew, Thomas rr Beaumaris, Anglesea, Tanner. July 18, Assign- 
ment. Reg Aug 

Digby, John, Birch, Sean, Farmer. Augl. Assignment. Reg Aug 8. 

Fisher, James Whiting, Lowestoft, Suffolk, General Shopkeeper. July 14, 
Assignment. Reg Aug 11. 

Frankenstein, Jacob, 7 Seieeike, London, Merchant. Aug 6, Con- 
veyanee. Reg Aug 11. 

Garside, William, Salford, Lancashire, Drysalter. July 16. Conveyance, 


Keg Aug 12, 

Goodman, Lewis, Oxford-st, Middl , Linendraper. July 16. Compo- 
sition. Reg Ang 12. 

ey Japheth, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. July 24, Assignment. 

Aug 9. 

Harvey, Henry, Littlehampton, Sussex, Shipbuilder. July 11. Compo- 
sition. Reg Aug 7. 

Hawes, William, 12 Hanover-st, Hanover-sq, Middlesex, Tailor. July 19. 
Conveyance. Reg Aug 8. 

a ee Thomas, bothesde. Ses, Carnarvonshire, Shopkeeper. 


July 14, Conveyance. Reg Aug 
Light. Edwin, Old Chariton, Kent, eh July 14. Composition. Reg 
9. 


Aug 

Murton, George, & John Marton, 9 Rapaatn, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Grocers. July 12. Assignment. Reg Aug 8. 

Provis, William, jun, Camborne, Cornwall, General Merchant. July 17. 
Assignment. Reg Aug II. 
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Richardson, George, 114 Gosw cll-st, St. "Lakes, Middlesex, Hosier. Aug 6 
Composition, Reg Aug 12, 

Shaw, George, Russell-st, Manchester, Travelling Draper. July 17. Con- 
veyance. Reg Aug 11. 

Stringer, Stephen, Nottingham-st, St. Marylebone, Middlesex, Coach 
Plater. July 24. Composition. Reg Aug 9. 

Ward, Nicholas, & James Hand Ward. Hinckley Wharf, Leicestershire, 
Wharfingers. July 12. Assignment. Reg Aug 9. 

Wright, John, Leeds, Yorkshire, Paper Merchant. July 11. Conveyance 


Reg Aug 8. 
Bankrupls. 
Frivay, Aug. 8, 1862. 
Ainsworth, William Harrison, 32 Greenhalgh-ter, Travis-st, Manchester, 
a. Pet Aug 2. Manchester, Aug 26 at 9.30. Sol Gardner, Man- 


cheste 

Atherton, William, Ward-st, London-rd, Preston. Lancashire, Farmer. 
Pet Aug 2. Preston, Aug 30 at 10. Sol Lodge & Harris, Preston. 

Baker, Charles, 100 Long-alley, Sun-st, Finsbury, Middlesex, Baker. 
Pet Aug 6 (in forma pauperis). London, Aug 26 at 12. Sols Aldridge 
& Bromiley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Bancroft, Thomas, 1 High-st, Homerton, Dairyman. Pet Aug 6. London, 
Aug 26 at 12. Sol Drew, 4 New Basinghall-st. 

Barnsby, Alfred, 5 South-st, Isleworth, Middlesex, Boat and Barge 
oo Pet Aug 4. London, Aug 26 at 10. Sol Marshall, 36 Basing- 
hall-st. 

Baxter, Charles Thomas, Uttoxeter, Staffordshire, Accountant Clerk. 
Pet Aug 6. Biimingham, Aug 22 at 12. Sols James & Knight, Bir- 
mingham. 

Boulton, Thomas, Hereford, Innkeeper. Pet Aug 7. Birmingham, Aug 
25 at 12. Sols Underwood, Hereford, and Wright, Birmingham. 

Bray, Jonathan, 11 Jordan-well, Coventry, Grocer. Pet Aug 2. Coven- 
try, Aug 26 at 3. Sol Smallbone, Coventry. 

Brooks, Henry, | Norris-st, Haymarket, Middlesex, Picture Frame 
Maker. Pet Aug 6. London, Aug 26 at1lJ. Sol Silvester, 18 Great 
Dover-st, Newington. 

Brown, Francis, jun, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Fish Merchant. Pet Aug 
6. London, Aug 26 at 10. Sols ‘Trehern’ & White, 13 Barge-yard- 
chambers, Bucklersbury, and Emerson, Norwich. 

Carruthers, William, 14 Garden-st, Bury, Lancashire, Travelling Draper. 
oa July 28. Manchester, Aug 19 at 11. Sol Watson, 24 Union-sq, 

ury. 

Dale, William, Kirmington, Lincolnshire, Tailor and Draper. Pet July 
30. Brigg, Aug 22 at 11. Sol Brown, Lincoln. 

Darby, William, Netherton, Dudley, Worcestershire, Commission Agent. 
Pet Aug 4. Dudley, Aug 21 at 11. Sol Maltby, Dudley. 

Devis, Edwin Price, Birmingham, Agent. Pet Aug 7. Birmingham, 
Aug 22 at il. Sol Foster, Birmingham, 

Farrer, Edwin, Twyford, Hants, Beerseller. Pet Aug 4. London, Ang 26 
atl0. Sol Drake, 13 Gresham-st. 

Fearn, Thomas James, 4 Warston-lane, Birmingham, Electro Plater. 
Pet Aug 4. Birmingham, Aug 18 at 12. Sol Forster, Birmingham. 
Fletcher, George, 147 Westgate-st, Gloucester, Grocer. Pet Aug 4. Glou- 

cester, Aug 18 at 2. Sol Smallridge, Gloucester. 

Francis, Frederick, Lincoln, Painter. Pet Aug 4. Lincoln, Aug 19 at 12. 
Sols Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Goddard, Frederick William, 54 Coleman-st, London, Auctioneer. Pet 
Aug 6. London, Aug 26 at 11. Sol Phillips, 10 Old Jewry-cham bers. 
Goodman, Abraham Levy, 51 York-st, Portman-sq, Commission Agent. 
Pet Aug 2. London, Aug 20 at 12. Sol Dobson, | James-st, Adelphi. 
Green, James, 4 Francis-st, Ashted, Birmingham. Pet Aug 6. Birming- 

ham, Sept 29at 10. Sol Duke, Birmingham. 

Grieves, James, 19 Poultry, London, Merchant. Pet Aug 2. London, 
Aug 20 at 12, Sols Wilkinson, Stevens, & Wilkinson, 4 Nicholas-lane, 
Lombard-st. 

Haddock, William, Cookley, Wolverley, Worcestershire, Forgeman. Pet 
Aug 5. Kidderminster, Aug 23 at 10. Sol Hallen, Kidderminster. 

Hawkesford, Joseph, Birmingham, Baker. Pet Aug 6. Birmingham, 
Aug 25 at 12. Sols Baker & Wright, Birmingham. 

Hepworth, George Augustus Hartlebury, Gloucester, Surgeon, Pet Aug 
5. Gloucester, Aug 20 at 2. Sol Wilkes, Gloucester. 

Hersee, William, High-st, Peckham, Surrey, Builder. Pet Aug 4. Lon- 
don, Aug 18 at 11.30. Sol Hall, 22 Basinghall-st, 

Hetterley, John, Heigh-st, Leicester. July 23. Nottingham, Aug 26 at 
11.30. ' Sol Maples, Nottingham, 

Hodgson, Edward, Whittington, Lancashire, Sheemaker. Pet Aug 2. 
Kirkby Lonsdale, Aug 27 at 11. Sol Pearson, Kirkby Lonsdale. 

Holmes, Alfred, 12 King-st, Lower-rd, Islington, Middlesex, Mathematical 
Instrument Maker, Pet Aug 5. London, Aug 18 at 1.30. Sols Lewis 
& Sons, 7 Wilmington-sq. 

Iloughten, Frederick Burnett, Whitebrook, Llandogo, Monmouthshire, 
Paper Manufacturer. Pet Aug 5, Bristol, Aug 22 at 11. Sols Abbot, 
Lucas, & Leonard, Lristol. 

Hunt, John Alfred, & John Holland Doughty, Guildford, Surrey, Coal 
Merchants. Pet Aug 6. London, Aug 26 at 11. Sol Geach, 3 Great 
James-st, Bedtord-row. 

Hunt, William, 186, Bromsgrove-st, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. Pet 
Aug6. Birmingham, Sept 29 at 10. Sol Parry, Birmingham. 

Ing, Jesse Henry, 34 King David-lane, Shadwell, Middlesex, Dealer in 
Corn. Pet Aug6. London, Aug 26 at 11. Sol Angell, 23 King-st, 
Guildhall. 

Jarrett, William Ranger, River Head, Seven Oaks, Kent, Coal and Flour 
Merchant. Pet Aug 4. London, Aug 18 at 1. Sol Cooper, 9 Charing- 


cross. 

Jones, John, $1 Sun-st, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Bookkeeper. Pet Ang 5. 
Birkenhead, Aug 20 at 10. Sol Goldrick, Liverpool. 

Julott, Charles James, jun, Ann-st West, Widnes, Lancashire, Surgeon. 
Pet Aug 1. St Helen’s, Aug 19 at 11. Sol Marsh, 15 Market-st. 

Keyse, James, Newport, Monmouthshire, Brewer. Pet June 23. Bristol, 
Aug 22 ati. Sols Parnell & Brown, Bristol. 

Laurence, James, 1 Riches-ct, Lime-st, General Merchant. Pet Aug 6 
(in forma pauperis). London, Aug 26 at i2. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 
46 Moorgate-st. 

Leater, James, Cross-lane, Salford, Lancashire, Butcher. Pet July 31. 
Salford, Aug 30 at 10. Sol Swan, Manchester, 

Les, Elizabeth, Bishop’s Cleeve, Gloucestershire, Widow. Pet Aug 6. 
Winchcomb, Aug 23. Sol Doodle, Cheltenham. 











Long, Charles, Ww ‘Queen’s- rd, ‘Bayswater, Glass Degas, ponies 1 
London, Aug 20 at 1. Sol Bradley, 13 Berners-st, Oxfo: 

Long, Joseph, Hay-st, Portsea, Hants, Marine Store Dealer. Pet Aug 2. 
Portsmouth, Aug 26 at 11, Sol Way, Portses. 

Marriott, Thomas, 9 Gower-st, Hulme, Manchester, Poulterer. Pet Aug 
6. Salford, Aug 30 at 10, Sol Stiles, Manchester. 

Moore, Jonathan, Wrexham, Denbighshire, Printer. Pet Aug 2. Wrexham, 
Aug 19 at Il. Sol Buckton, Wrexham. 

Morse, John, jun, 8 Tottenham-pl, Tottenham-ct-rd, Carman, Pet Aug 
5. London, Aug 26 at 10. Sol Hare, Old Jewry. 

Newman, Elizabeth, 6 Holly-hill, Hampstead, Middlesex, Widow. Pet 
Aug 5. London, Aug 18 at 1. Sol Rickets, Carlton-chambers, Regent-st. 

Oldis, Edward, 9 Clarendon-gardens, Maida-hill, Paddington, Middlesex, 
Inspector of Railway Plant. Pet Aug 6. London, Aug 26 at ll. Sols 
Terrell & Chamberlain, 30 Basinghall-st. 

Owen, Evan, 8 Oak Tree-passage, Cheetwood-lane, Cheetham, near Man- 
chester, Le = nga Pet Aug 1. Salford, Aug 30 at 10. msal Mar- 


sae oy ia ‘Arthur Perks, Burton-upon-Trent, Staffordshire, Prema, 
Pet July 28. Birmingham, ay | at 12. Sols Richardson & Small, 
Burton-upon-Trent, and James & Knight, Birmingham, 
Read, John, Bourton, Dorsetshire, Blacksmith. Pet Aug b. Shaftesbury, 
Aug 19 at 12. ey, Mage tne vit hast Leia A 
Rogers, Charles, Salisbury, its, Grocer. t Aug 6, 
at 12, Sols Gregory & Rowcliffe, 1 Bedford-row, and Squarey & What. 
man, Salisbury. 
Rogers, William, Ham-st, Orlestone. Kent, Baker. Pet July 15. Ashford 
Aug 18 at 2. ’ Sol Nimter, Folkestone, 
Rule, George, 1 Pickard-st, City- rd, Middlesex, Slater and SI 
a Aug 4 (in forma pauperis). London, Aug 18 at2. Sol itlaviages 4 46 
oorgate-st. 
Schallchn, Henry, 17 Holland-rd, Kensington, Middlesex, Professor of 
— Pet Aug 4. London, Aug 26 at 10. ‘Sol Bocsanan, 18 Basing: 
all-st. 


Semark, William, & David Prodger, Paddock-wood, Kent, General Dealer; 
Pet Aug 7. Tonbridge Wells, Aug 22 at 12, Sol Peverley, 19 Coleman 


st, London 

Shears, Daniel, Birmingham, Pet Aug7. Birmingham, Aug 25 at 12, 
Sols James & Knight, Birmingham, and Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Shorthose, William, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Staffordshire, Mercer. 
re 2. Birmingham, Aug 22at 12. Sols Litchfield, Newcastle-under- 

e, and James & Knight, Birmingham. 

siddail Sobn, Sackville-st, Buslingthorpe, near Leeds, Cloth Drawer. Pet 
Aug 2, Leeds, Aug 26at 1. Sol Harle, Leeds. 

Stibbs, John, St George's, Gloucestershire, Quarryman. Pet July 98 
Bristol, Aug 22 at 11. Sol Perrin, Bristol. 

Smith, William, 157 Deansgate, Manch Baker. Pet Aug 
2. Manchester, Aug 26 at 9.30. Sol Rawlinson, “Manchester. 

Taylor, Robert, Brunswick-pl, Brompton, Middlesex, Hair Cutter. Pet 
Aug 6. London, Aug 26 at 11. Sols Ashurst, Son & Morris, 6 Old 
Jewry. 

‘Thompson, James Wood, Burwash, Sussex, Builder. Pet Aug 2. London, 
Aug 18 atl. Sols Howard, Halse, & Trustram, 66 Paternoster-row, 
Thomson, Lydia Christina, 17 York-st, Portman-sq, Middlesex, Lodging+ 
house.Keeeper. Pet Aug 5. pean: Aug 26at 10, Sols Allen, Nicol, 

& Allen, 88 Queen-st, Chi 

Thorp, William, Maplederwell, Hampehire, Farmer, Pet Aug 2. Lon 
don, Aug 18 at 1. Sol Lott, 44 Parliament-st. 

Todd, John, & Christopher William Todd, Milner-st, Brompton, Middlesex, 
Builders. Pet Aug6. London, Aug 36 at ll. Sol Newman, 27 Wal- 


brook, 

Terr, John George. Derwent-st, Derby, Wire Worker. Pet July 22. 
Derby, Aug 20 at 12. Sol Briggs, Derby, 

Ward, James, Cox-st, Coventry, Weaver's Mail and Harness Manufacturer. 

Pet Aug 4. Birmingham, Aug 22 at 12. Sol Foster, Birmingham, 

Watkins, William, 1 Vincent-terrace, River-terrace North, 

Carpenter and Builder. Pet Aug 6. London; Aug 26 at 12. Sol Holt, 
Quality-ct, Chancery-lane, 

Whitworth, Edward, Melbourne-terrace, Peru-st, Salford, Maker-up. 
Pet July 31. Salford, Aug 30 at 10. Sol Swan, Manchester 

Whison, Robert, 3 Cowley-place, Oxford, Commercial Traveller. Pet Aug 
5. London, ‘Aug 18 at 12.30. Lol Peverley, 19 Coleman-st, 

Wood, John, 5 Milford-ter, Stoke Newington, ying Builder, Pet 
Aug 4 (in forma pauperis). London, Aug 18 at 1.30. Sol Aldridge, 46 
Moorgate-st. 

Woodall, Solomon, Oldbury, Worcestershire, Grocer. Pet Aug 6, Bir- 
mingham, Aug 22 at 12, Sols Haves & Wright, Oldbury, and Hodgson 
& Allen, Birmingham.’ 

Woodhall, Joseph, Clayton- st, Tipton, Staffordshire, Journeyman White- 
smith. Pet Aug 4. Dudley, Aug 2! atl!. Sol Shakespeare, West- 
bromwich. 





TcespaY, Aug. 12, 1862. 

Allen, William, Longton, Staffordshire, Currier. Pet Aug 4. Birmingham, 
Sept | at 12. Sol Walford, Birmingham. 

Ashfield, Charles, Walton-rd, East Moulsey, Surrey, Journeyman Boot and 
Shoe Maker. Pet Aug 7 (in forma peaperts), London, Aug 26 at I. 
Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st, 

a Jolin, Tonge, near Middleton, Lancashire, Thread Polisher. Pet 

Aug 8. Manchester, Aug 26 at 11. Sol Leigh, 

Beck, Frank Erskine Stuart, Baker’s-hiil, Shettield, Doctor of Medicine 
Pet Aug 9. Sheffield, Aug 27 at 2. Sol Mason, York and Sheffield. 

Clark, William, Wakefield, Joiner and Builder. Pet Aug9. Wakefield, 
Aug 27 at li. Sol Gill, Wakefield. 

Clarkson, James, 27 Bottle-bank, Gateshead, Durham, Warehouséman. 
Pet Aug 7. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 22 at 12. Sol Joel, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. 

Clough, Pa Ivegate, Bradford, Yorkshire, Tin Plate Worker. Pet 
Aug 5. Bradford, Aug 28 at 10.30. Sol Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Collins, James, Cambridge-st, King’s-eross, Middlesex, Oil and Colour 
te mp Pet Aug 8. London, Aug 27 at 11. Sol Mote, 33 Bucklers« 


Pho md Wien. 26 Grange-rd, Kentish-town, Organist and Renahar of 
Music. Pet Aug 7. London, Aug 26 at 1, Sols Marshall & Son, 12 
Hatton-garden. 

Crickett, William Robert, Margate, Kent, Bathing Assistant. Pet Aug 9. 
Margate, Aug 25 at 2. Sol Towne, Margate. 

Dart, James, Fleet-st, Torquay, Umbrella und Parasol Maker. Pet Aug 
9. Newton Abbot, Aug 22 at 11. Sol Parsons, Shaldon and Torquay. 
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pavies, Elijah, Hanley, Staffordshire, Crate Maker. Pet Aug 2. Bir- 
gt oom Sept] at 12. Sols Challinor, Hanley, and Smith, Birming- 


Denduyts, Nicolas Joseph, Liverpool, Merchant. Pet Aug 7. Liverpool, 
Aug 22 at ll. Sol Ae econ Hi 


Fawthrop, Frederick, & Jose . Bradford, Stuff 
Pet Aug 5. is, Aug 29 at 11. Sols Lees & r, and Taylor, 
Jefierey, & Little, " & Barwick, Leeds. 

Feltham, Eastgate-st, St Peter, Coleb: r, Licensed 


rook, Wincheste: 
Victualler, Pet Aug 7. Winchester, Aug 21 at Il. Sol Bailey, Win- 
r 


chester. 

Finch, Henry, 30 Sandwich-st, Burton-crescent, Middlesex, Journe 

beat ste gga Pet Aug 8. London, Aug 26 at 1. Sol Pullen, 22 - 
cery-lane. 

Fogg, John, Scarborough, Innkeeper. Pet Aug 8. Leeds, Aug 29 at 11. 
Sol Anderson, York. 

Freshney, Stephen, 9 Earl-st, Blackfriars, Licensed Beer Seller. Pet Aug 
1. BR -b. | ig 26 atl. Sol Gosset, 4 Toa Sods sienink 

Fursey, omas, Judges’ Arms, Castle- Southam A . 
Pet Aug 6. a Aug 25 at 12. Sol Mackey, thampton. 
oun Dorsetshire, Butcher. Pet Aug 8. Axmins- 
aanete, me ieton 90 Senior: ia tak Chelsea, Spins’ Pet 
ly as, e, Chelsea, iter. 

Aug 9. London, Aug 27 at 12. Sol Giles, 44 Bedford-row. 

Goodyer, John, Weavers’ Arms Inn, Ryton, yom | pry Warwickshire, 
oe Pet Aug 2. Nuneaton, Aug 23 at 10. Sol Small- 

Goulborn, James Lh pega Bloomsbury, Middlesex, Undertaker, 
Pet Aug 7. Basmrag Aug at! aalnat ee 94 Upper Stamford-st. 

Grant, Peter, 4 Red Lion-sq, Middlese ter. Pet Aug 8. London, 
Aug 27 at 11. Sols Lawrance, Plows, & cio 14 Old Jewry-ehambers* 

Hall, Frederick, & William Hall, 36 Chester-st, Lower Kennington-lane, 
Lambeth, Builders. Pet Aug 9. London, Aug 27 at 12. Sol Silvester, 
18 Great Dover-st, Newington. 

Hill, John Allen, 5 Leicester- “pl, Cut ‘Qiitton, Bristol, Attorney-at-Law. Pet 


Aug7. Bristol, Aug 22 at Sol Sabine. 
. h, H rsfield, Butcher. Pet abe hI . Leeds, Trig 28 at 


il. Sols 
nape, oa Lancashire, Manufacturing Chemise Pet Aug 7. 
ester, Aug 26 at 11. Sol Leigh, Manchester. 
ee ee ee | Isle of Wight, Boot and Shoe Manu- 
ba Pet A As. London, wy RRL. 2. Sols Paterson & Son, 
and Mackey 


ithampton. 
Lewis David, . Arms, Quay-et, Haverfordwest, Licensed Vic- 
tualler, Pet July 23. Haverfordwest, Aug 29 at 11. Sol Parry, Pem- 


Marchant, London-rd, Ore, nea: Sussex, Butcher. Pet 
Aug 8 Higa beg cc Sol Savery, . Leonard’s-on-Sea, 


juxta ; wiktaet Vecane 8. er, Astor 

’ et Au: A 
29 at 11. Pym) ‘ham. “ a 
Mercer, Henry, 4 , Brighton, Upholsterer, Pet Aug 6. 


1 Queen 
Brigh me Aug 22 at 11. Goodmar, = ave 
m1 Sle kine Bristol, Tailor. Pet 


Whitehouse: 
Aug 6. ” Bristol, Aug 92 at 12.30. *acis Clition & Benson. 
Moore, eo , Grocer. Pet Aug 4. Cocker- 


month, Aug ‘ ih. TEcatkionee toe 

Morgan, Richard, St tte Het Soca boll Pet Aug 4. South- 
ampton, ; Avg 25 at 1 . Sol Mackey, 

Morton, eve, Church-gates, r, Corn 


Vanek, Mantheate 
Factor. Pet July 31. Manion, tet ais Go Storer, Mane 


chester. 
O'Neill, Charles Henry St. John, 100 Wellington-st, Gravesend, Kent, 
Wine Merchant, Pet Aug 1. London, Aug 22 at 11. Sol Holt, Quality- 


fone. © jomas the Apostle, Devonshire, Baker. Pet Aug 9. 

Exeter, Aug 23 at 11. gol Fou, Exeter. Se 
, Isaac, Kawbeck, near Dearham, Bridekirk, Cumberland, Shoe- 

nth ” Pet Aug 2. Cockermouth, Aug 27 at 11. Sol Hayton, Cocker- 


one hg Dyer EG King-st, Southport, Lancashire, Tailor. July 14. 


James, Launceston, Tasman aes. Pet Aug 5. London, 
try Sol Gordon, 57 Old 

Thomas, 55 st, Snow-hill, London, Gas Engineer. Pet 
Aug 8. London, Aug 27 at I1. Sol George, 5 Sise-lane, Bucklers- 


George Henry, Barnard Castle, Durham, Draper, Pet July 24. 
lewcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 22 at 12. Sols Sale, Worthington, & Co., 


Pidgeon, William, 4 Neptune-ter, Marine Town, Sheerness, Isle of Shep- 


, Su} rannuated ~at-Arms, July 18. Sheerness, Aug 22 at 
+, Williams Suffolk, Ropemaker. Pet Aug 9. Beccles, Aug 
at 10. Sol Kent, 


John, Lavenham, Suffolk, Grocer. Pet Aug 2. Sudbury, Aug 
at 12. Sol Gooday, Sudbury. 
Ff 5 tard ee Caton, Bristol, Carpenter. 


r 1. bcstol Ave Aug 22 att. Sol Wi 
Rowe, St. John’s ‘ Cornwall Miller. Pet July 23. 
Helston, Aug 22 at 10. Sol ry 


»Lambeth, re eit 
ah bales erase ). London, Aug 26 at 1. Aldridge 
moe ro. arena Pet Aug 7. Bedford, 

at 12. 
Rie ori 97 at 12. Marion Mid, Lamy : 
one) See het iak ape ciaeee ee 
ug 11. Leeds, Aug 29 at Il. Sols G. A. & W. 


Walton-le-Dale, Lancashire, Pet Aug 6. Preston, 
eo Sas Catiy Fryer, a 
% Aug 27 at 1. Sot Mordeune te 14 ilscoln eine: 






< 


Tripp, John, 17 Cross-st, Walworth, parte baanen Tallow Granites. Pet Aug 
2. London, Aug 26 at 10. Sol Beard, } 


Turner, Arthnr, ms John’s- eed eae 
Painter. Pet A , Monto, Aug iat a Nefog i Oliver, 4 
Turner, William, Helston, "Cornwall, Mason. Pet July 3. Helston, 
vias both Cah as Se da Tamlll 
er ’ st, 
Pet Aug 5 ( Le ee pp Tago Aug'#2 at 11. ate Se 


46 Moorgate- Lee, hint, 


Vt tel et To tae eh iggy . 


wae, Henry, Ashbourne, Derbyshire, sh- 
tee % 19 Ae SM Sot Vino aw, Ute 
he > eT. A tes vile a 
22 at 
White a coe For gt 
Willington, John Russell, Russell, "white Lion Lion Hotel Ta Broad-st, Bristol, Dealer 
Wines. Pet Aug 4, Bristol, ang #2 at 19. Bal Sol Trenerry. 
Willis, William, Blue House, Byker -hill, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Miller. 
Pet Aug5. Newcastle, Aug 30 at 10. Sol Joel, ag ag ng 
Woodbridge, William, 22 -ter, South Hackney, Harness '. 
Pet Aug 9, London, Aug 27 at 12, Sol Silvester, 18 Gt Dover-st, New- 


‘ BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faipar, Aug. 8, 1962. 
De Briou, Henry, 20 Bedford-sq, Middlesex, Professor of Mathematics and 
Languages. March 18. 
we George Joseph, Woodlands, Great Missenden, Buckinghamshire. 
ug 5. 
Rephecl. Jemahs Howard's fee 3 St James’s-pl, Aldgate, . 
Victualler, and of Aldermanbury, General Merchant. 


TuEspar, Aug. 12, 1862, 
Smith, George Silver, Water-lane, St John, Winchester, Painter} July 31- 


es 











VAUXHALL-GARDENS ESTATE, LAMBETH, SURREY. 
About eight acres of Freehold Building Land, free from land-tax, with 
immediate possession 


ESSRS. DRIVER are instructed to SELL 
MART, near the Bank of on 
DAY, ater ry a 


pp for r ONE, in 4 ian the 
Mortgagees under p of sale), a ghy 9 
BUILDING LAND, Tituate “i. the the’ le of pS ler, 
county of wares comprising of the v 
abbutting on Kennington-lane, Bridge-street, Vi 
Goding-street, and Miller’s-lane, and i Which has street and Be opened 
intersected by new roads, known as i pormenty bh 
The Vauxhall Station on the South-Western 
ae rile cemeancer grate 
for passenger or 
consequent on its omy ag | to the ae Thames, cree i 
venen & ranma a ; ded 
for ves, or for or other 
possesses several prominen' Leena) say well adapted for a eas tod 
tutions, or other public buildings, 
Renee, AS es eee be had at the public-houses fm the 
neighbourhood; at the Mart; essrs. KEMPSON & T! 
31, Abingdon-street, a) ceteemiaaal of Messrs. 
Surveyors, Land Agents, and Auctioneers, 5, Whitehall, S.W. 


POET'S CORNER, WESTMINSTER ABBEY. 

“tr oe 2c’ nO owe 

A bars DRIVER will SELL Engng RDA, ee 29 
RIDAY, the 29th of 





to highly respectable to annum. 
Held on lease from the Dean and Chapter of Westminster, a term of 
40 years from Midsummer, 1847, at a ground rent of £6 per annum, re- 
newable according to usual custom. 
Particulars are preparing, and Soy We petty be Lye PRL ing 
every information may be 
ESQ,, Solicitor, 5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn ; “haat Nats 
Agents, It, Great George-street, Palas ag | Ear 
Surveyors, Land Agents, and Auctioneers, 5 hehe ae 
ESSEX, near Chelmsford and Maldon, 
Capital Freehold Farms, with Homesteads and 206 Acres of Arable, 
Meadow, ani Pasture Land, producing together £216 per annum. 
Possession may be had of about half st Michaalmas next, 


ESSRS. DRIVER are directed to SELL 
AUCTION, at the MART, on FRIDAY, AUGUST 22 “(unless 
disposed of by private desirable 


a 
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TUNBRIDGE-WELLS. 

Broomhill-bank, a highiy desirable Freehold Property, comprising a most 
comfortable and gentlemanly stone-built residence, with about 80 acres 
of park-like and productive meadow and arable lands, includings woods 
and plantations, interspersed with delightful walks, an ornamental ever- 
grecn and rhododendron bank sloping down to a pool, pleasure grounds, 
kitchen gardens, lawn, shrubbery, carriage drive, gardner’s and coach- 
man’s cottages, laundry premises, farmyard, good coach-house and 
stabling, dog-kennel, and all necessary out-door offices, the whole being 
situate near Rusthall-common, within two miles of Tunbridge-wells. 
This desirable residentia! property is charmingly placed, and commands 
views of the rich surrounding scenery. The house and grounds and 
the entire premises are in excellent order. The estate is well orna- 
mented with timber, and the shrubs and evergreens are exceedingly 
Juxuriant. As a residential property it possesses advantages seldom to 
be met with, and, being in hand, possession can be had on completion of 
the purchase. A portion of the land might be advantageously de- 
voted for the erection of first-class villas, for which it is peculiarly 
adapted. 


ESSRS. DRIVER have (in consequence of the 

decease of the owner) received instructions to SELL by AUC- 

TION, atthe MART, on FRIDAY, AUGUST 29, in two lots, the above 
important FREEHOLD RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY. 

Particulars and plans may be had of Messrs. WARD & MILLS, Solici- 
tors, Gray’s-inn-square, W.C.; of Mr. JULL, House Agent, Tunbridge- 
wells ; at the Calverly and Swan Hotels, Tunbridge-wells ; the Rose and 
Crown, Tunbridge; at the Auction Mart, London; and of Messrs. DRI- 
VER, Surveyors, Land Agents, and Auctioneers, 5, Whitehall, London, 
8.W. 


SOUTH DEVON. 

Valuable Freehold Estates, desirably situate in the parish of Stokenham, 
within four miles of the market towns of Kingsbridge and Dodbrook, 
and about two miles from Torcross and Slapton Sands, comprising 148 
acres, and producing £450 per annum. 


ESSRS. DRIVER have received instructions to 
SELL by AUCTION, at the KING’S ARMS INN, KINGS- 
BRIDGE, on SATURDAY, AUGUST 30, at TWELYE for ONE, in Ten 
Lots, several very desirable FREEHOLD PROPERTIES (chiefly land-tax 
redeemed), comprising the Will Estate, with farm-house, buildings, gar- 
dens, and orchards, containing 60a. Ir. 39p.; the Cotmore Estate, also 
with farm homestead, garden, orchards, &c., containing 52a. 3r. 20p.; 
the Molescombe and Hill-park Estates, containing 17a. 2r. 19p.. inciuding 
the Molescombe slate quarries, manager’s residence, engine-house, and 
other buildings necessary for working the same, likewise some highly pro- 
ductive arable and grass lands, dwelling-houses, farm bulldings, shops, 
cottages, gardens, orchards, and other properties in the village of Frog- 
more, parish of Sherford, upon the high turnpike road from Kingsbridge 
to Dartmouth, embracing in the whole 148a. Ir. 15p., and of the rental 
value of about £450 per annum. 

Particulars, with plans, may be had at the chief inns in the neighbour- 
hood; at the Auction Mart, London; ot A. C. HOOK, Esq., Land Agent, 
13a, Great George-street, Westminster; of W. A. GREATOREX, Esq., 
Solicitor, 57, Chancery4lane ; J. IVIMEY, Esq., Solicitor, 8, Staple-inn ; 
J.G. REYNELL, Esq., Solicitor, 8, Staple-inn; J. C. CARTER, Esq., 
Solicitor, 3, Bucklersbury ; of T. W. WEYMOUTH, Esq., Solicitor, Kings- 
bridge, Devon; and of Messrs. DRIVER, Surveyors, Land Agents, and 
Auctioneers, 5, Whitehall, London, 8S.W. 





Westminster.—Valuable Leasehold Estates, eligibly situate in and near 
Vincent-square, Westminster, and Vauxhall-bridge-road, Pimlico, 
held under the Dean and Chapter of Westminster, producing about 
£1,560 per annum. 


ESSRS. DRIVER will SELL by AUCTION, at 
the MART, near the Bank of England, on FRIDAY, the 29th of 
AUGUST, in Eight Lots, some valuable and important LEASEHOLD 
ESTATES, comprising a terrace of six dwelling-houses, in Fynes-street, 
Vincent-square, Westminster ; two genteel semi-detached villa residences, 
with good gardens, in Vincent-square ; three houses, butcher’s shop, and 
premises, in Chapter-street; 24 dwelling-houses, in Douglas-street ; 
three houses and shops, in Regent-street; a cottage in Douglas-gardens ; 
three tenements, in Frederick-street and Povey-court; and Rodman’s 
iron yard and premises, in Vauxhall-bridge-road, Pimlico, producing 
together about £1,290 per annum; likewise some valuable improved 
ground rents (a portion with early reversion to the rack rents), amply 
secured upon property in and near Vincent-square, and Regent-street, 
Westminster, and Vauxhall-bridge-road, Pimlico, at present amounting 
to £275 8s. 10d. per annum, held by the vendor by lease from the Dean 
and Chapter of the Collegiate Church of St. Peter’s, Westminster, for a 
term of 40 years, from Lady-day, 1861, at ground rents amounting to 
£37 6s. 10d. per annum, and renewable according to usual custom. 
Particulars and plans are preparing, and may be shortly had. In the 
meantime every information may be obtained of ROBERT STILL, Esq., 
Solicitor, 5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn; of Messrs. THYNNE, Land 
Agents, 11, Great George-street, Westminster; and of Messrs. DRIVER, 
Surveyors, Land Agents, and Auctioneers, 5, Whitehall, 8.W. 





NOTTING HILL. 
Valuable Ground Rents of £55 per annum (equal to freehold), with Re 
versions to large Kentals in 23 and 47 years. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM & 'TEWSON will SELL 
at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 20, at TWELVE, in 
Two Lots, a GROUND RENT of £40 per annum, secured upon the exten- 
sive business premises, Nos. 105 and 107, High-street, Notting-Hill, oc- 
cupied by Mr. Bryant, Linendraper, with the reversion to the rack rent of 
£120 per annum in less than 23 years; and a Ground Rent of £15 per 
annum, arising from three shops, Nos. 109, 111, and 113, High-street, 
occupied by Mr. Bryant, Messrs. Strother & Son, House Agents, and Mr. 
Davies, Fishmonger, with reversion to the rack rents of about £240 per 
annum in 47 years. The property is copyhold (but equal in value to free- 
hold, the fine being certain and nominal). 
Particulars of Messrs. HOLMER & ROBINSON, 38, Dowgate-hill; and 
of the Auctioneers, 60, Cheapside. 





THE SOLICITORS J OURN AL & REPORTER, Aue. 16, , 1862. 


Gray’ s-inn,—Three Sets. of haben, well let, gent pres: secure and 
eligible investments, 


M ESSRS. DEBENHAM and TEWSON will SELL, 

at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 20, at TWELVE 
(unless previously disposed of by private contract), in = THREE SETS 
of CHAMBERS, being on the ground floor of No. 2, Vi erulam-buildings, 
and on the third floor of No. 7, South-square, and No. 5, Gray’s-inn-square, 
producing rentals amounting’ to £155 per annum, and "held from the Hon. 
Society of Gray’s-inn at low ground rents, su bject to the customary con- 
ditions and fines on renewal of leases. Full particulars at the Auction 
and Estate Offices, 80, Cheapsice, 


NORTH DEVON. 


The Buckland Filleigh Estate, extending over about 2,325 acres, in one of 
the most beautiful parts of North Devon. 


SSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, and TRIST 

have received instructions from the Executors of the late 
Llewellyn Llewellyn, Esq., to offer for SALE, at the AUCTION MART, 
on FRIDAY, AUGUST, 29, at TWELVE, (unless previously disposed of by y 
private contract), the BUCKLAND FILLEIGH ESTATE, a very fine resi. 
dential and territorial property, situate about eight miles from Torrington, 
14 from Okehampton, 36 from Exeter, 44 from Plymouth, 13 miles from 
the Bideford and 17 miles from the Eggesford Stations on the North 
Devon Railway. This valuable and important estate is within a 
fence, and, with the exceptions of the rectory and glebe, and the li 
rural church and churchyard, is almost without intersection of any other 
owner. It includes the whole of the parish of Buckland Filleigh, except a 
few fields, and parts of the adjoining parishes of Shebbear and Sheepwash, 
It comprises a domain of about 2,325 acres, including the finely-timbered 
park, with its picturesque lake of about three acres, containing 
tench of great size, and it abounds in every variety of rich scenery, 
terspersed with ornamental woods and plantations of great celebrity, 
with green drives, three miles long, through the woods, the more distant: 
landscape being bounded by the well-known of Dartmoor, 
The mansion, principally constructed of stone, has been erected at great: 
cost, and is of handsome elevation, with porticoes having massive 
graniée pillars and two noble entrances, and it is certainly one of if nob, 
the best in the north of Devon, It is placed on rising ground, in the ~ 
midst of the park, and is approached from the hight roads by beau- 
tiful drives, one of them nearly a mile in length, from handsome lodge 
entrances. The accomodation consists of 12 bed chambers, most of them ~ 
of large dimensions, with a lady’s morning or music-room 30ft. by 18ft., Fe 
approached by the gallery round the saloon, and having @ very ornate ~ 
ceiling and a balcony commanding extended views of the surrounding 
coyntry, besides numerous servants’ rooms, a grand suite of reception ‘ 
rooms of more than ordinary character, the three principal rooms, the 
drawing room, saloon, and library, being upwards of 100 feet in length, 
lofty and elegantly fitted up; the saloon and an entrance-hall, leading — 
to this suite of rooms, being each lighted by a dome, and the saloon 
having a gallery round it, well adapted for pictures or statues. The oak 
room, 30ft. by 16ft.; dining room, 33ft. by 21ft. ; breakfast parlour, and — 
morning room ; the servants’ offices are all that can be desired for thang 4 
comfort and convenience of a large family, with capital dry arched cellar- 
ing. The detached offices are in every variety, includ — an enclosed 
quadrangular court-yard, with excellent ‘Cotabling for up of 20 horses, 
including loose boxes, a covered ride for hunters’ oxeneien, anne 
six carriages, harness room, &c. ; coachman’s house, brewhouse, laun- ~ 
dry, with fixed coppers, &c., and drying-yard. The whole su supe: 
with excellent water, two large and productive walled gardens, wi 4 
and succession houses, melon grounds, orchard, gardener’s house, &c, 
The lands are divided into convenient enclosures of arable, pasture, — 
and meadow, with farm-houses, farm buildings, cottages, &e. The — 
woodcock shooting is some of the best in the county, and the © 
woods and lands are admirably adapted for the preservation of game, 
The fox covers are of great repute, and there are excellent fishing and 
hunting. To any noblemen or gentlemen desiring a first-rate mansion, 
great extent of territory, beautiful woods, lands, and scenery, abund- 
ance of sporting in every variety in one of the most beautiful counties in ~ 
England, the Buckland Filleigh estate presents an un legree 4 
attraction, P of the jion may ba had on the complecion of 
the purchase, and it is intended that the whole of the valuable timber — 
and plantations shall be included in the sale. 

Particulars and plans may be had at the nae Hotel, Plymouth ; the. ~ 
New London, Exeter; Lion, Barnstaple, hite Hart, Okehampton ; q 
Commercial Inn, Bideford; Globe, Great Torrington; White Lion, — 
Sheepwash ; George, Hatherleigh ; of W. M. HACON, , 31 Fenchurch- — 
street ; at the Mart; and of Messrs. NORTON, HOGGA ART, and TRIST, © 
62, Old Broad-street. N.B. The Black Torrington estate, near the — 
Buckland Filleigh, comprising about 2,027 acres, will be offered in a sepa 
rate lot. See advertisement below. 


NORTH DEVON. 
The Black Torrington Estate, extending over about 2,027 acres, and near 
to the Buckland Filleigh Estate. 


ESSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST have © 
received instructions from the executors of the late Llewellyn Lie-° 

weilyn, Esq., to offer for SALE, at the MART, on FRIDAY, “AUGUST 2, 
at TWELVE, in one lot (unless previously disposed of by private contract), ~ 
the BLACK TORRINGTON ESTATE, a very valuable and important ~ 
property, situate near to the Buckland Filleigh Estate, about 8 aerate 
Torrington, 14 from Okehampton,. 36 from Exeter, 44 fr from Plymouth, 13 
miles from the Bideford, and 17 miles from the ord, Stations on the 
North Devon Railway. It extends over upwards of 2 2087 acres of arable. 
meadow, pasture, and wood land, with numerous houses, farm 
buildings, and cottages. A portion of the land is capable of being con- 
siderably improved by drainage and other modern alterations, bepress 
improving the present income. The river Torridge, in which there 
excellent fishing, bounds a portion of the estate, and the lands generally 
ufford capital shooting. 

Particulars and plans may be had at the Royal Hotel, Plymouth; the 
New London, Exeter ; Lion, Barnstaple ; White Hart, Okeham ; Com- 
mercial Inn, Bideford ; Giobe, Great Torri ; White Lion, 5) $ 
George, Hatherleigh ; of W. M. HACON, , 3l, F enchurch-street: at 
eh gsr and of Messrs. NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST, No. 62, Old, 

Bi street. 
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